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Abstract—In the seven years following the promulgation of the Durham Statement on Open 
Access to Legal Scholarship, law journals have largely responded to the call to make articles 
available in open, electronic formats, but not to the call to stop print publication and publish only 
in electronic format. Nearly all of the flagship law reviews at ABA-accredited institutions still 
insist on publishing in print, despite the massive decline in print subscribers and economic and 
environmental waste. The availability of a law journal in print format remains a superficial 
indicator of prestige and quality to law professors, student editors, and law school 
administrations. A shift from print publication to electronic-only publication is not as simple as 
having a law journal merely cancel its print runs, but rather requires several fundamental changes 
to the publication process. Many law journals must also greatly improve their websites before 
electronic-only publication can truly replace print publication. The Durham Statement was drafted 
by law library directors from top law schools across the country. Law librarians today must assist 
in facilitating the transition if we ever expect to see a world of electronic-only publication of law 
journals. This paper argues that the Harvard Law Review, Yale Law Journal, and Stanford Law 
Review must be the first law reviews to transition to electronic-only publication, after which other 
law journals will follow suit.  
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In November 2008, the directors of law libraries at top law schools across the country met 
to draft and sign the Durham Statement on Open Access to Legal Scholarship.1 The final version 
of this statement, which was posted online on February 11, 2009, called for law schools “to commit 
to ending print publication of its journals and to making definitive versions of journals and other 
scholarship produced at the school immediately available upon publication in stable, open, digital 
formats, rather than in print.”2 Although most law schools have enthusiastically responded to the 
call for law journals to publish in open, electronic formats, they have not been responsive to the 
call to end print publication. Nearly all flagship law reviews still publish their issues in print 
format, but the number of online companions to these print law reviews have exploded in recent 
years, and several specialty law journals now publish only in electronic format.  
Law professors and scholars increasingly rely on electronic resources instead of print 
resources when conducting research for their legal scholarship—a trend that law libraries have 
accommodated by responding to the increased demand for electronic resources. The editorial 
processes at law journals have largely shifted toward reliance on electronic communication. Nearly 
everything related to the production of legal scholarship has shifted away from print. Everything, 
that is, except for the final, published products, which, in addition to being made available in 
electronic formats, are still stubbornly embodied in physical, print formats. Thus, the legacy of 
print in the world of legal academia lives on. 
This paper will explore why student-edited law journals at ABA-accredited law schools 
have been so reluctant to respond to the Durham Statement’s call to eliminate print publication of 
law journals. Most law journals now offer their articles in open, electronic formats on their 
websites or in institutional repositories at their law schools, thereby answering the first call to 
action. The second call to action, in contrast, has not been answered because the law journals are 
producing electronic formats in addition to print formats.  
A shift from print publication to electronic-only publication is not as simple as one might 
expect because numerous psychological factors are at play. This paper argues that we have not 
seen a shift toward electronic-only publication because of print prestige in legal academia. The 
reputations of students, scholars, faculty, and law schools are at risk when a law review decides to 
move to electronic-only publication because such a transition involves so many uncertainties. Few 
laws schools are willing to take risks that may affect their reputations during this time of “crisis in 
legal education.”  
In building on previous scholarship, this paper seeks to provide a status update on open 
access by investigating whether any law journals have moved from print publication to electronic-
only publication.3 This paper seeks to trace the decline in the circulation of print law reviews4 and 
                                                
1 Durham Statement on Open Access to Legal Scholarship, BERKMAN CTR. FOR INTERNET & SOC’Y (Feb. 11, 
2009), https://cyber.law.harvard.edu/publications/durhamstatement [https://perma.cc/HC76-E67Z] (last updated Feb. 
1, 2012). 
2 Id.  
3 Professor Richard A. Danner, one of the drafters of the Durham Statement, examined how law journals had 
responded to the Durham Statement one year and two years after it was posted, in 2010 and 2011, respectively. See 
Richard A. Danner, The Durham Statement on Open Access One Year Later: Preservation and Access to Legal 
Scholarship (2010), http://scholarship.law.duke.edu/faculty_scholarship/2145 [https://perma.cc/W9Z5-2GEG]; 
Richard A. Danner, Kelly Leong & Wayne V. Miller, The Durham Statement Two Years Later: Open Access in the 
Law School Journal Environment, 103 L. LIBR. J. 39 (2011). 
4 See Ross E. Davies, The Increasingly Lengthy Long Run of the Law Reviews: Law Review Business 2012 – 
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explores whether new law journals established following the promulgation of the Durham 
Statement have typically been electronic-only publications.5  
This is an ideal time to assess developments in the law journal world because seven years 
have now passed since the Durham Statement was posted online. Enough time has passed where 
it would be reasonable to expect some movement of law journals toward electronic-only 
publication. This paper evaluates and reflects on the extent to which law journals have moved 
toward electronic-only publication.  
The law library community generally is a strong advocate for this shift. Law librarians have 
first-hand knowledge of how print copies of law journals rarely circulate. In consideration of 
tighter budgets, less space as collections grow, and the preference of library users for electronic 
resources, law libraries are cutting their subscriptions to print law journals. Most faculty members 
prefer downloading electronic copies of articles from the websites of the law journals, HeinOnline, 
Westlaw, or Lexis instead of consulting print copies when conducting research. But even though 
law librarians have been the main driving force behind this push toward electronic-only 
publication, not everyone in the law library community has agreed that law journals should move 
to electronic-only publication.6 At first blush, one might think there is no harm in publishing 
articles in both electronic and print format. If it makes faculty members happy to receive print 
copies of journals where they have published articles so they can display them on their shelves in 
their offices, why not indulge them? A shift to electronic-only publication would likely save law 
schools and law libraries money, would reduce the environmental footprint of law journals, may 
lead to more timely publication of articles, and would encourage law journals to seek out more 
valuable means of demonstrating quality and credibility.  
This paper argues that the only way a widespread shift from print publication to electronic-
only publication will occur is if the flagship law reviews at the three most elite law schools—
Harvard, Yale, and Stanford—initiate reform by being the first to make this transition. These three 
schools are already leaders in other types of law review reforms, such as setting up systems for 
blind or anonymous review of submissions, using perma.cc and other archival tools, incorporating 
peer review into the publication process, and setting upper limit preferences for word counts of 
articles. These three law schools also have the least to lose because their flagship law reviews are 
secure in their spots as the most coveted places to publish. Other law schools, in contrast, feel 
pressure to constantly battle to climb up or maintain their positions in the law school rankings. 
Harvard, Yale, and Stanford could demonstrate how a shift from print to electronic-only 
production will not adversely affect the prestige of their law reviews, and instead demonstrate how 
this transition provides many additional benefits. Other law schools will surely follow shortly 
thereafter.   
                                                
Circulation and Production, 3 J. L. (2 J. LEGAL METRICS) 245 (2013); Ross E. Davies, Law Review Circulation 2011: 
More Change, More Same, 2 J. L. (1 J. LEGAL METRICS) 179 (2012); Ross E. Davies, Law Review Circulation, 2009 
GREEN BAG. ALM. 164; Ross E. Davies, Law Review Circulation 2009: The Combover, 2010 GREEN BAG ALM. 419; 
Ross E. Davies, The Dipping Point: Law Review Circulation 2010, 2011 GREEN BAG ALM. 547.  
5 Alena Wolotira, co-editor of the Current Index to Legal Periodicals, explored the huge increase in the number 
of American law journals published between 1960 and 2010. Alena Wolotira, From a Trickle to a Flood: A Case 
Study of the Current Index to Legal Periodicals to Examine the Swell of American Law Journals Published in the Last 
Fifty Years, 31 LEGAL REFERENCE SERVS. Q. 150 (2012).  
6 For instance, the law library director at the University of Michigan Law School did not sign the Durham 
Statement and stated, “If academic law journals are worth preserving for future readers, they must be kept in paper 
regardless of the existence of electronic availability.” Margaret A. Leary, A Response to The Durham Statement Two 
Years Later, 103 L. LIBR. J. 281 (2011). 
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Many law professors, student editors, and law school administrations will likely resist a 
shift from print publication to electronic-only publication because they rely on print as a superficial 
indicator of quality and prestige. Law librarians must actively advocate and promote the benefits 
of electronic-only publication with these groups and assist law journals in increasing or 
maintaining their legitimacy, reputation, and perceived quality through alternative, but more valid 
means. A shift from print to electronic-only publication is not a simple matter of just cancelling 
orders with the printers, but rather requires fundamental changes in the business of law reviews 
and in legal academia.7 The shift also requires many law journals to improve their websites to 
ensure that they adequately host, organize, and preserve content. This paper conceptualizes the 
transition process for achieving widespread electronic-only publication among student-edited law 
journals at ABA-accredited institutions.    
 
I. THE DURHAM STATEMENT ON OPEN ACCESS TO LEGAL SCHOLARSHIP 
 
The drafters of the Durham Statement included law library directors from nearly all of the 
top 14 law schools at that time.8 In February 2009, the Durham Statement was posted on the 
website for the Berkman Center for Internet & Society at Harvard University.9 The Durham 
Statement has 75 signatories, representing various law schools across the country.10  
The Durham Statement called for “[e]very U.S. law school to commit to ending print 
publication of its journals and to making definitive versions of journals and other scholarship 
produced at the school immediately available upon publication in stable, open, digital formats, 
rather than in print.”11 The rationale behind the Durham Statement was that researchers prefer to 
access legal information through electronic formats instead of printed formats; consequently, “[i]t 
is increasingly uneconomical to keep two systems afloat simultaneously.”12 The group of law 
                                                
7 Benjamin J. Keele, Print to Digital: A Fundamental Transition, AALL SPECTRUM, Sept.–Oct. 2015, at 30, 31 
(“The shift from print to digital-only seemed so easy; if a journal was publishing on paper and digitally, all it needed 
to do was stop doing something. Now, I think moving to digital-only is not a minor tweak in the journal production 
work flow, buta fundamental transformation in the law review institution.”).  
8 The drafters were law library directors from the University of Chicago Law School, Cornell Law School, Duke 
Law School, Harvard Law School, New York University School of Law, Northwestern University School of Law, 
University of Pennsylvania Law School, Stanford Law School, University of Texas at Austin School of Law, and Yale 
Law School. The law library directors from the Georgetown University Law Center, Columbia Law School, UC 
Berkeley School of Law, and University of Virginia School of Law were signatories to the Durham Statement. Durham 
Statement on Open Access to Legal Scholarship, supra note 1. The law library director at the University of Michigan 
Law School opposed the Durham Statement and thus was not a signatory to the Durham Statement. See Leary, supra 
note 6. The 2008 U.S. News & World Report Law School Rankings was the most current list of law school rankings 
at the time when the drafters met in Durham. The top 14 law schools at that time included Yale, Harvard, Stanford, 
NYU, Columbia, Chicago, Penn, Michigan, UC Berkeley, Duke, UVA, Northwestern, Cornell, and Georgetown. This 
group of top 14 law schools is still the same today in the 2017 U.S. News & World Report Law School Rankings, 
issued in March 2016. 2017 Best Law Schools, U.S. NEWS & WORLD REP., http://grad-
schools.usnews.rankingsandreviews.com/best-graduate-schools/top-law-schools/law-rankings 
[https://perma.cc/BTD9-ETKC]. From 2008 to 2016, this group of law schools has consistently remained the same, 
with some changes in position for slots 4–14. Harvard, Yale, and Stanford have consistently remained the top three 
law schools.  
9 Durham Statement on Open Access to Legal Scholarship, supra note 1. 
10 See id.  
11 Id.  
12 Id. (“The presumption of need for redundant printed journals adds costs to library budgets, takes up physical 
space in libraries pressed for space, and has a deleterious effect on the environment; if articles are uniformly available 
in stable digital formats, they can still be printed on demand. Some libraries may still choose to subscribe to certain 
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library directors who drafted the Durham  Statement believed that moving toward electronic-only 
publication would reduce costs borne by both law schools and their law libraries and would 
“increase access to legal information and knowledge not only to those inside the legal academy 
and in practice, but to scholars in other disciplines and to international audiences, many of whom 
do not now have access either to print journals or to commercial databases.”13 
Open access refers to “the free and open availability of scholarly content on the Internet,” 
whereby anyone has the ability to “view, download and use scholarly information.”14 In 2005, a 
few years prior to the promulgation of the Durham Statement, the American Association of Law 
Libraries Special Committee on Open Access issued a report, noting that “[t]he legal profession 
has not made its scholarship as freely available as it could be.”15 At that time, “[m]any student 
journal editors require[d] authors to remove digital versions of their articles upon publication in 
print.”16 The Durham Statement addressed this copyright issue by “urg[ing] faculty members to 
reserve their copyrights to ensure that they too can make their own scholarship available in stable, 
open, digital formats” and indicated that “[a]ll law journals should . . . respect author requests to 
retain copyrights in their scholarship.”17  
Seven years after the Durham Statement was posted online, student-edited law journals 
have largely embraced the call for open access and now make articles available in open, electronic 
formats on their websites or through institutional repositories at their law schools. But among all 
200 flagship law reviews at ABA-accredited institutions, only five currently engage in electronic-
only publication. 
 
II. FORMATS OF LAW JOURNALS AND THE STATUS OF THE OPEN ACCESS MOVEMENT 
 
In the United States, there are 207 ABA-accredited law schools as of April 2016.18 Nearly 
all of them publish a flagship law review and many of them publish specialty law journals. Flagship 
law reviews—or general-interest law reviews—include scholarship from all areas of law, whereas 
specialty journals focus on specific areas of law.  Examples of flagship law reviews include the 
                                                
journals in multiple formats if they are available. In general, however, we believe that, if law schools are willing to 
commit to stable and open digital storage for the journals they publish, there are no longer good reasons for individual 
libraries to rely on paper copies as the archival format. Agreed-upon stable, open, digital formats will ensure that legal 
scholarship will be preserved in the long-term.”).  
13 Id. 
14 Libraries and the Internet Toolkit, AM. LIBR. ASS’N, 
http://www.ala.org/advocacy/intfreedom/iftoolkits/litoolkit/openaccess [https://perma.cc/5YRH-YUD9]. 
15 AALL Special Committee on Open Access Final Report, AM. ASS’N L. LIBR. (June 14, 2005), 
http://www.aallnet.org/mm/Leadership-Governance/committee/cmte-final-reports/2004-2005/openaccess-tf.pdf 
[https://perma.cc/T49S-HERM]. 
16 Id.  
17 Durham Statement on Open Access to Legal Scholarship, supra note 1. 
18 ABA-Approved Law Schools, A.B.A., 
http://www.americanbar.org/groups/legal_education/resources/aba_approved_law_schools.html 
[https://perma.cc/9WW4-PTUL] (“A total of 207 institutions are ABA-approved: 206 confer the first degree in law 
(the J.D. degree); the other ABA approved school is the U.S. Army Judge Advocate General’s School, which offers 
an officer’s resident graduate course, a specialized program beyond the first degree in law. Five of the 207 law 
schools are provisionally approved.”). However, the Official Guide to ABA-Approved Law Schools, which lists all of 
the law schools, only lists a total of 204 schools. This list includes the five provisionally approved law schools, but 
excludes the U.S. Army Judge Advocate General’s School. See Official Guide to ABA-Approved Law Schools, A.B.A., 
http://www.americanbar.org/groups/legal_education/resources/aba_approved_law_schools/official-guide-to-aba-
approved-law-schools.html [https://perma.cc/F4TG-AFVP].  
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Harvard Law Review, Yale Law Journal, and Stanford Law Review. Examples of specialty law 
journals include the Harvard Business Law Review, Yale Journal of International Law, and 
Stanford Environmental Law Journal. Publication in a flagship law review at a law school is 
typically considered more prestigious than publication in a specialty journal.19 
This paper explores the status of open access for all student-edited flagship law reviews at 
ABA-accredited law schools as well as for all student-edited specialty journals at the top 14 law 
schools, as ranked by the 2017 U.S. News & World Report Best Law Schools, which was released 
in March 2016.20 This paper refers to the Washington & Lee Law Journals: Submissions and 
Ranking, 2008–2015 website, for which the 2015 rankings were released in April 2016.21 As will 
be discussed below, prospective authors, law schools, and law libraries rely on these ranking 
systems in various decision-making situations. Although many law schools now publish law 
journals that are edited by faculty members,22 this paper only focuses on journals where the articles 
are selected and edited by students, a publication process unique to legal academia. 
 
A.  Flagship Law Reviews at All ABA-Accredited Law Schools 
 
The table in Appendix A includes the 200 flagship law reviews from all ABA-approved 
law schools that publish a law review.23 The table indicates whether each of these law reviews is 
                                                
19 See, e.g., Publishing, COLUM. L. SCH., http://www.law.columbia.edu/careers/law_teaching/publishing 
[https://perma.cc/585X-Q7AJ] (“A crude rule of thumb states that the specialty journal of a law school ranked X is 
roughly equal in prestige to a flagship journal of a law school ranked X+20. There are significant exceptions, especially 
in some fairly technical fields, where particular specialty journals may be as prestigious as or even more prestigious 
than flagship journals.”); Writing for & Publishing in Law Reviews: Where to Publish, GALLAGHER L. LIBR. (May 14, 
2015), https://lib.law.washington.edu/content/guides/lawrevs-where [https://perma.cc/6U2V-ECV7] (“The process 
for becoming a staff member or editor of the general-interest law review is more competitive than for the specialized 
journals. Thus, publishing in a flagship law review is often seen as more prestigious than publishing in a specialized 
journal.”).  
20 2017 Best Law Schools, supra note 8. 
21 Law Journals: Submissions and Ranking, 2008–2015, WASH. & LEE U. SCH. L. L. LIBR., 
http://lawlib.wlu.edu/LJ/ [https://perma.cc/XJC4-U7G4]. Generally, this article refers to the combined score rankings 
from this website. The combined score “is a composite of each journal’s impact-factor and total cites count.” Law 
Journals: Submission and Rankings Explained, WASH. & LEE U. SCH. L. L. LIBR., http://lawlib.wlu.edu/LJ/method.asp 
[https://perma.cc/T7VU-AKNP]. The impact factor “shows the average number of annual citations to articles in each 
journal.” Id. 
22 For example, the University of Chicago Law School publishes six journals, three of which are student-edited 
(Chicago Journal of International Law, University of Chicago Law Review, and University of Chicago Legal Forum), 
and three of which are faculty-edited (Journal of Law & Economics, Journal of Legal Studies, and Supreme Court 
Review). Journals, U. CHI. L. SCH., http://www.law.uchicago.edu/journals [https://perma.cc/7H8D-6GUK]. 
23 As mentioned above, supra note 18, the Official Guide to ABA-Approved Law Schools lists only 204 law 
schools, which includes the provisionally approved law schools, even though another section of the ABA website 
indicates that there are 207 ABA-accredited institutions. The table in Appendix A was constructed based on the list 
of 204 law schools in the Official Guide to ABA-Approved Law Schools. Each law school was matched with its flagship 
law review. From the list of 204 law schools, there were a total of 200 flagship law reviews. Two law schools did not 
have flagship law reviews: Indiana Tech Law School and Penn State Law (a separately accredited law school than 
Penn State Dickinson Law). The website for Indiana Tech Law School (approved by the ABA in 2016), mentions the 
Indiana Tech Law Review. See Course Descriptions, IND. TECH L. SCH., 
http://law.indianatech.edu/academics/curriculum/courses/ [https://perma.cc/CRX6-PFAD] (“The Indiana Tech Law 
Review is a non-ideological scholarly journal that publishes timely, original, and cutting-edge scholarship. The Law 
Review is dedicated to publishing empirically-driven, interdisciplinary articles and essays that propose solutions to 
complex legal problems and contribute meaningfully to legal, social, and public policy discourse.”). However, the law 
review does not have a website nor is there any evidence of the law review’s existence on either HeinOnline or in 
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published in print, whether articles are available in electronic, open format on its website or in an 
institutional repository, what electronic formats are offered, and the year of the most recent issue 




Data for the table in Appendix A were collected in April 2016. A list of law schools was 
compiled by consulting the American Bar Association’s Official Guide to ABA-Approved Law 
Schools. The website for the flagship law review from each of these schools was visited to obtain 
the title of the law review and any information about the year the law review was first published, 
whether the law review is available in print format, whether the articles are available on the website 
or in an institutional repository in a free, digital format, and the type of electronic format in which 
users can download or read the articles.  
The electronic formats listed in this table only apply to articles and essays, not shorter 
sections of a publication such as “Recent Developments” or “Book Reviews.” For example, the 
Harvard Law Review offers these latter sections in both PDF and HTML formats on its website, 
but offers articles and essays only in PDF, so the electronic format listed for the Harvard Law 
Review is only PDF. Although several law reviews have changed their names throughout their 
histories, the table only indicates the title of the law review as of April 2016.  
After completing this independent data collection, data on whether law reviews are 
available in print format were checked against the list of periodicals indexed for the Current Index 
to Legal Periodicals (which only indexes print journals), as well as against the Gallagher Law 
Library catalog and collections, which contains copies of all print law journals from ABA-
accredited institutions, to either fill in gaps of information that could not be obtained on a law 
review’s website or to confirm the information. HeinOnline was consulted to confirm the year 
when each law review was first published.  
In the table, an asterisk denotes a law review that ranks in the top 100 combined score, 
according to the 2015 Washington & Lee law journal rankings (subject type: general; edit type: 
student-edited). This table excludes online companions to print law reviews, four of which ranked 
in the top 100,24 and includes the next four journals ranked #101–104.25 
 
2. Status of Open Access 
 
Today, most law reviews have websites or institutional repositories that contain articles in 
open, digital formats. Only 27 out of 200—or 13.5%—of the flagship law reviews did not have 
open and free digital copies of their articles available online. Only four of the top 100 flagship law 
                                                
WorldCat. Because no issues have been published as of May 2016, this title does not appear in the table in Appendix 
A. The table in Appendix A only includes law reviews published in English and by ABA-accredited institutions 
located in the United States. The University of Puerto Rico School of Law publishes Revista Jurídica de la 
Universidad de Puerto, while the Pontifical Catholic University of Puerto Rico School of Law publishes Revista de 
Derecho Puertorriqueño, but both titles are excluded from the table in Appendix A because the journals are not in 
English and because the law schools are located in Puerto Rico, which is a possession of the United States, but not a 
part of the United States because it has not been incorporated into the United States.  
24 Northwestern University Law Review Online, Columbia Law Review Sidebar, Yale Law Journal Forum, and 
Stanford Law Review Online.  
25 New York Law School Law Review, University of San Francisco Law Review, Washburn Law Journal, and 
Nevada Law Journal. 
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reviews were not open access.26 The lack of availability of articles in open, digital formats may be 
a function of a law review not having enough personnel to properly maintain and update a website 
rather than signifying a policy against open access. Several law review websites that provided 
some articles in open, electronic formats were not as up-to-date as their print issues, so the most 
recent articles were unavailable online. On 22 law review websites, the most recent issue available 
in electronic format was from 2014 or earlier. In April 2016, the website for the Brooklyn Law 
Review, for instance, indicated that its most current issue was volume 79, issue 4, published in 
summer 2014,27 but print issues were available at that time for all four issues of volume 80, 
published in 2014–15,28 and HeinOnline contained issues of the Brooklyn Law Review through 
volume 81, issue 1 (Fall 2015).29 If law reviews were to move to electronic-only publication, 
editors would have a better incentive to regularly maintain and update their websites. 
Several law review websites do not make it clear whether the digital copies of articles 
freely available are the final, published versions because they contain headers with document titles, 
timestamps, or notes (such as “do not delete”) that do not appear in the final, published print 
versions.30 This is problematic because if someone wants to cite to one of these articles, he will 
have to instead download a copy from a subscription database such as HeinOnline or refer to the 
print copy for complete assurance that the citation is accurate. In such a situation, open access does 
not fulfill its intended purpose. A few law reviews address this concern and helpfully provide 
assurance that the electronic versions available on their websites or in institutional repositories are 
the final versions that should be cited, such as the Chicago–Kent Law Review, which offers the 
following disclaimer for articles: “All of the articles included at Scholarly Commons @ IIT 
Chicago-Kent College of Law are the official versions of the article unless otherwise noted. These 
articles mimic the pagination of the hardbound version of the journal and can be used to verify 
citations to these articles.”31 More law reviews should offer assurances that the electronic copies 
of articles on their websites are the final, published versions like the Chicago–Kent Law Review 
does.    
 
                                                
26 San Diego Law Review, South Carolina Law Review, Tennessee Law Review, and Tulane Law Review. Each 
article on the Tulane Law Review website is accompanied by links to Westlaw, LexisNexis, HeinOnline, and the 
Amazon Kindle store, as well as a PDF icon. However, only the links to the subscription databases and the Amazon 
Kindle store work properly. The links with the PDF icons all lead to a “403 – Forbidden: Access is denied” page. This 
was checked periodically in March, April, and May 2016.  
27 Brooklyn Law Review, BROOKLYN L. SCH., 
https://www.brooklaw.edu/intellectuallife/lawjournals/brooklynlawreview/generalinformation 
[https://perma.cc/6UFE-2R22]; Current Issue: Volume 79, Issue 4 (Summer 2014), BROOKLYN L. SCH., 
https://www.brooklaw.edu/intellectuallife/lawjournals/brooklynlawreview/volumes/volume79/Issue4 
[https://perma.cc/84EC-U7AW]. 
28 Brooklyn Law Review, U. WASH. LIBR. SEARCH, http://alliance-
primo.hosted.exlibrisgroup.com/UW:gallagher:CP71127213770001451 [https://perma.cc/97SZ-3LLV] (indicating 
that the Gallagher Law Library, which collects print copies of law reviews from ABA-accredited schools, owns copies 
of the Brooklyn Law Review through volume 8, no. 4, published in Summer 2015).  
29 Brooklyn Law Review, HEINONLINE, 
http://www.heinonline.org/HOL/Index?index=journals/brklr&collection=journals [https://perma.cc/2ATJ-UHVL]. 
30 See, e.g., BAYLOR L. REV., http://www.baylor.edu/law/lawreview/doc.php/258602.pdf 
[https://perma.cc/JML4-C76M]; BYU L. REV., 
http://digitalcommons.law.byu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=2983&context=lawreview [https://perma.cc/58KH-
8DPR]. 




3. Electronic-Only Flagship Law Reviews 
 
Only one flagship law review founded prior to the promulgation of the Durham Statement 
in 2009 has moved from print to electronic-only publication. The Western New England Law 
Review, which was established in 1978, switched from print publication to electronic-only 
publication in 2013.32 The website for this law review states, “We are pleased to announce that 
Volume 35, published in 2013, was our first fully-digitalized publication. Western New England 
Law Review is now on the forefront of the digital movement.”33  
Four flagship law reviews established in 2009 or later have embraced electronic-only 
publication. The home page of the Lincoln Memorial University Law Review, established in May 
2010 and first published in December 2013, states, “In October of 2010, members of the inaugural 
editorial board traveled to Durham, North Carolina and attended a conference on the Durham 
Statement on Open Access to Legal Scholarship. . . . Adopting the principles of the Durham 
Statement, the Lincoln Memorial University Law Review is an online publication with a print 
version available only on-demand.”34 The law review’s website contains electronic copies of 
articles in PDF. The other three electronic-only law reviews, including the Belmont Law Review 
(founded in 2014), Concordia University Law Review (founded in 2016), and Northeastern 
University Law Journal (founded in 2009), do not clearly advertise that they publish only in 
electronic formats.35  
A few law reviews specifically encourage audiences to read articles in electronic format 
rather than in print, even if a print version is available. For example, the subscription policy for 
the North Dakota Law Review states, “To make each issue’s content more valuable to you and to 
minimize our economic and environmental costs, each issue will now be provided to non- 
institutional subscribers (lawyers and law firms) in electronic form, unless you request to continue 
receiving the hard copy version.”36 The value mentioned  in the subscription policy refers to the 
fact that the articles are “searchable and accessible from anywhere with an internet connection” 
and that “producing an electronic version will reduce our printing and postage costs as well as our 
environmental impact.”37 The North Dakota Law Review sends subscribers an email notification 
when a new issue is ready, directing them to view the issue on the law review’s website.38  
Seven years after the promulgation of the Durham Statement, only five flagship law 
reviews—or 2.5%—engage in electronic-only publication. The vast majority of law reviews still 
insist on publishing in both print and electronic formats. Thus, law reviews have largely responded 
to the call to make articles available in open, digital formats—a great first step—but generally 
                                                
32 About the Review, W. NEW ENG. L. REV., http://www1.law.wne.edu/lawreview/ [https://perma.cc/F5T2-LPSF]. 
33 Id. 
34 About This Journal, LINCOLN MEMORIAL U. L. REV., http://digitalcommons.lmunet.edu/lmulrev/about.html 
[https://perma.cc/D4VH-PU9N]. 
35 These journals lack subscription information on their websites and in the front matter of issues available on 
HeinOnline. WorldCat also categorized them as electronic resources. The inaugural issue for the Concordia University 
Law Review was published in spring 2016, which is available in open, electronic format on its website. Because this 
is such a new journal, it is possible that the law review has plans to engage in print publication in the future and will 
not remain an electronic-only publication. Belmont University College of Law, Concordia University School of Law, 
and Lincoln Memorial University Duncan School of Law are provisionally accredited law schools. See ABA-Approved 
Law Schools, supra note 18.  
36 Subscription Information, U. N.D. SCH. L., https://law.und.edu/law-review/subscription.cfm 
[https://perma.cc/56GZ-VQNU]. 
37 Id.  
38 Id.  
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have not responded to the call to stop print publication.  
 
4. Electronic Formats of Law Review Articles  
 
Law reviews that have embraced open access primarily make articles available on their 
websites or in institutional repositories in PDF. Of the 173 flagship law reviews that offer articles 
in open, digital formats, all but two allow users to download PDF copies of articles. The two law 
reviews that do not offer articles in PDF offer the articles in HTML format instead.39  
Four law reviews allow users to read articles for free through Scribd or Issuu.40 The 
electronic formats of the articles available through Scribd or Issuu are PDF, but they are not 
“open.” These companies require users to read the articles using proprietary platforms. Users 
cannot download or save copies of the articles for free without creating accounts with these 
companies. After creating accounts with these companies, users are restricted in how many 
documents they can download per day or must pay to download content after a trial period. 
For those law reviews experimenting with electronic formats for articles beyond PDF, the 
most popular choice is HTML. Articles in HTML format generally include a hyperlinked table of 
contents and hyperlinked footnotes, making it easy for a user to navigate through the article. The 
footnotes generally contain hyperlinks to electronic resources. The only other free electronic 
format option provided by any law review was a “Send to Kindle” option available on the UCLA 
Law Review’s website.  
Some law reviews offer paid electronic subscriptions through the Amazon Kindle store. 
For instance, the Stanford Law Review has twelve issues from volumes 63 and 64 (2010–2012) 
available in the Kindle store, ranging in price from $0.99–$5.99 per issue.41 The Stanford Law 
Review’s website contains an archive of its print issues in PDF beginning with volume 58 (2005–
2006).42 The Harvard Law Review continues to offer issues through the Kindle store at $3.99 per 
issue, beginning with volume 125 (2011) to the present.43 The Harvard Law Review’s website 
contains an archive of its print issues in PDF beginning with volume 120 (2006–2007).44 The 
electronic versions available through the Amazon Kindle store are not “open” because they cannot 
be downloaded for free, but the option signifies future possibilities for how law reviews can make 
a variety of electronic formats of articles available to users.  
  
5. Extent of Print Archives Available Online 
 
Law reviews vary in the comprehensiveness of their print archives accessible in open, 
electronic formats. Law reviews at law schools with institutional repositories generally have more 
complete archives of print issues compared to law reviews where the print archives are just 
                                                
39 Maine Law Review and Wake Forest Law Review. 
40 These law reviews are the New England Law Review (Scribd), Regent University Law Review (Issuu), Wayne 
Law Review (Scribd), and WMU–Cooley Law Review (Issuu).  
41 Stanford Law Review, AMAZON, 
https://www.amazon.com/s/ref=dp_byline_sr_ebooks_1?ie=UTF8&text=Stanford+Law+Review&search-
alias=digital-text&field-author=Stanford+Law+Review&sort=relevancerank [https://perma.cc/VHT7-RGKD]. 
42 SLR Print Issues, STAN. L. REV., http://www.stanfordlawreview.org/print/ [https://perma.cc/4QFM-LST6]. 
43 Harvard Law Review, AMAZON, 
https://www.amazon.com/s/ref=dp_byline_sr_ebooks_1?ie=UTF8&text=Harvard+Law+Review&search-
alias=digital-text&field-author=Harvard+Law+Review&sort=relevancerank [https://perma.cc/MV5J-RSKK]. 
44 Issues, HARV. L. REV., http://harvardlawreview.org/issues [https://perma.cc/N3AV-FH84]. 
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included on law review websites.45 The Durham Statement “urge[d] every law school to commit 
to keeping a repository of the scholarship published at the school in a stable, open, digital format,” 
noting that these repositories “should rely upon open standards for the archiving of works, as well 
as on redundant formats, such as PDF copies.”46 A few of the top 14 law schools have institutional 
repositories that only include articles from specialty law journals and not articles from the flagship 
law reviews. For instance, the Yale Law School Legal Scholarship Repository contains full 
archives of most of the law school’s specialty law journals, but the Yale Law Journal is noticeably 
absent,47 driving users to the Yale Law Journal’s website instead. A print archive for the Yale Law 
Journal is included on its website, but this archive only dates back to volume 110, which was 
published in 2000–01.48 
Table 1 indicates that the Duke Law Journal is the only flagship law review from a top 14 
law school that has made articles from all past volumes available in digital, open format.49 All of 
the articles from the Duke Law Journal beginning with volume 1, issue 1, published in 1951, are 
available through the Duke Law Scholarship Repository, which is a part of the Digital Commons 
Network.50  
 
Table 1. Print Archives for Flagship Law Reviews at Top 14 Law Schools51 
Law School Flagship Law Review 
Does Flagship Law 
Review Website Link to 
an IR for Print Archives? 
Earliest Volume and Issue 
with Open, Electronic 
Articles Available on IR or 
Website 
Columbia Law School Columbia Law Review No Volume 113, No. 1 (January 2013) 
Cornell Law School Cornell Law Review No Volume 90, No. 1 (November 2004) 
Duke Law School Duke Law Journal 
Yes: Duke Law 
Scholarship Repository 
(Digital Commons) 
Volume 1, No. 1 
(March 1951) 
Georgetown 
University Law Center 
Georgetown Law 
Journal No 
Volume 101, No. 1  
(November 2012) 
Harvard Law School Harvard Law Review No Volume 120, No. 1  (November 2006) 
                                                
45 See, e.g., Golden Gate University Law Review, GOLDEN GATE U. L. DIGITAL COMMONS, 
http://digitalcommons.law.ggu.edu/ggulrev/ [https://perma.cc/QVD4-MT54] (containing all issues back to volume 1, 
issue 1); Indiana Law Journal, IND. U. BLOOMINGTON MAURER SCH. L. DIGITAL REPOSITORY, 
http://www.repository.law.indiana.edu/ilj/ [https://perma.cc/PWV4-85LC] (containing all issues back to volume 1, 
issue 1);  Louisiana Law Review, DIGITAL COMMONS @ LSU L. CTR. (containing all issues back to  volume 1, issue 
1), http://digitalcommons.law.lsu.edu/lalrev/ [https://perma.cc/KQ9F-7EL3]. 
46 Durham Statement on Open Access to Legal Scholarship, supra note 1. 
47 Granted, these specialty journals do not date back to 1891 like the Yale Law Journal—the Yale Law & Policy 
Review, which published its first issue in 1982, is the oldest journal included in this institutional repository. Browse 
Journals and Peer-Reviewed Series, YALE L. SCH. LEGAL SCHOLARSHIP REPOSITORY, 
http://digitalcommons.law.yale.edu/peer_review_list.html [https://perma.cc/MGF5-KBEJ]. 
48 Print Archive, YALE L.J., http://www.yalelawjournal.org/issue [https://perma.cc/9T8E-LXW4]. 
49 It is only fitting that Duke does it best—they have a “home court advantage” with the Durham Statement! In 
1998, a decade prior to when the law library directors met to draft the Durham Statement in 2008, Duke Law School 
“became the first law school to make articles from all its journals freely available online[.]” Six Duke Law Journals 
Move to Digital-Only Format, DUKE L. (Aug. 23, 2013), https://law.duke.edu/news/six-duke-law-journals-move-
digital-only-format/ [https://perma.cc/EK6R-C4DV]. 
50 DUKE L. SCHOLARSHIP REPOSITORY, http://scholarship.law.duke.edu [https://perma.cc/5GE6-D2LT]. 
51 Data for this table were last checked and updated in April 2016.  
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New York University 
School of Law 
New York University 
Law Review No 
Volume 74, No. 1  
(April 1999) 
Northwestern Pritzker 
School of Law 
Northwestern 
University Law Review No 
Volume 105, No. 4  
(Fall 2011) 
Stanford Law School Stanford Law Review No Volume 58, No. 1  (October 2005) 
UC Berkeley School 
of Law California Law Review No 
Volume 97, No. 1  
(February 2009) 
University of Chicago 
Law School 
University of Chicago 
Law Review No 
Volume 73, No. 1  
(Winter 2006) 
University of 
Michigan Law School Michigan Law Review 
Yes: University of 
Michigan Law School 
Scholarship Repository 
(Digital Commons) 








No Volume 152, No. 1  (November 2005) 
University of Virginia 
School of Law Virginia Law Review No 
Volume 90, No. 1  
(March 2004) 
Yale Law School Yale Law Journal No Volume 110, No. 1 (October 2000) 
 
Some of these law reviews have indicated they plan on making more past issues available 
on their websites in the future. For instance, the Cornell Law Review states, “We are in the process 
of adding our full print archive. More issues are being added daily.”52 The Northwestern University 
Law Review similarly notes: 
[W]e are currently sitting on a mountain of information which is not readily convertible 
to PDF format—nearly 100 years of scholarship published solely in print in the Law 
Review. We are committed to making this information freely available as well. 
However, the technical and financial challenges that accompany scanning the mountain 
of material that was published before PDFs existed make this a project that will be 
ongoing and contingent on donated funding. Our current plan is to scan and post 
archival content at a steady rate, working backwards from the most recent issues 
towards the oldest. It may take some time before all of our content is open-access, but 
it is and will remain a key goal for the Law Review.53  
In general, making older issues available in open, digital format is not as high of a priority for law 
review members and editors compared to ensuring that new issues are published in a timely manner 
and made accessible to readers. 
 
B.  Specialty Law Journals at the Top 14 Law Schools 
 
In addition to the flagship law reviews, law schools typically also publish specialty law 
journals. The table in Appendix B contains all student-run law journals currently published at the 
top 14 law schools. For the sake of completeness, this table includes the flagship law reviews at 
each of these schools, for a total of 122 journals. Thus, 108 of these titles are specialty law journals. 
                                                
52 Print Archive, CORNELL L. REV., http://cornelllawreview.org/cornell-law-review/archive/ 
[https://perma.cc/VE53-4DHR]. 




This table indicates whether each of the journals is available in print, electronic, or both formats 
to determine how effective the Durham Statement has been in changing the publication formats of 





The table in Appendix B was created by visiting the websites for each of the top 14 law 
schools to find out what each law school listed as its current journals. Each law journal website 
was checked to find out information about whether the journal is an electronic-only publication 
(which was often indicated either on an “About” page or suggested by a lack of “Subscriptions” 
section), to confirm that the journal is student-edited, and to determine whether articles are 
available in open, digital format, and if they are, the type of electronic format. The list of journals 
was checked against the University of Washington’s Gallagher Law Library stacks and catalog to 
determine whether each journal has ever been available in print in the past or continues to be 
published in print today.  
To determine whether a journal was student-edited, the masthead was checked, and this 
information was confirmed against the Washington & Lee Law Journals: Submissions and 
Ranking, 2008–2015 website, which was filtered to display only “student-edited” journals.54 To 
determine the date of a law journal’s transition from print publication to electronic-only 
publication, the information collected from the Gallagher Law Library’s stacks and catalog was 
verified against the law journal’s website to see if more recent issues were available in electronic 
format than in print format, and then HeinOnline was consulted to check the front matter to see if 
it included any subscription information that would signify the journal was published in print.   
The information in the table was confirmed against HeinOnline to determine whether more 
recent issues have been published beyond what is available on either the law journals’ websites or 
in print and to obtain the date of each law journal’s first issue. Law journals were removed from 
this list if no issues were published in 2015 or 2016 in either print or electronic format. Prior to 
removal, the latest issue was checked on HeinOnline. This table only represents journals that are 
currently and actively being published as of April 2016.55 
 
2. Status of Open Access and Electronic-Only Specialty Law Journals 
 
Of the 108 specialty law journals, 18 of them (16.7%) are not available in open, digital 
formats. Georgetown University Law Center publishes eight of the journals that are not open 
                                                
54 Certain titles, such as The American Review of International Arbitration (Columbia), Law and Contemporary 
Problems (Duke), Journal of National Security Law & Policy (Georgetown), The Tax Lawyer (Georgetown), and 
Food and Drug Law Journal (Georgetown) were excluded because they are faculty-edited journals.  
55 The table in Appendix B only includes journals published in 2015 or later even though the table in Appendix 
A of the flagship law reviews includes all law reviews. This is because specialty journals are much more likely to 
cease publication than flagship law reviews, and the table in Appendix B is intended to reflect journals that are 
currently being published. Journals that were initially included on this table, but removed because they have not 
published issues in 2015 or later include the Berkeley Journal of Middle Eastern & Islamic Law, Columbia Journal 
of Asian Law, Stanford Journal of Animal Law & Policy, Stanford Journal of Law, Science & Policy, and Yale Human 
Rights & Development Law Journal. Some law school websites listed certain projects or publications as journals, but 
they were excluded from the table in Appendix B because they are not periodicals (and do not appear in the Washington 
& Lee Law Journals: Submissions and Ranking, 2008–2015 website): Stanford Law and Visual Media Project, LLI 
Bulletin (Cornell), and New York University Moot Court Board.  
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access—nearly all of their specialty law journals require payment to download PDF copies of 
articles,56 even though the Georgetown Law Journal, the flagship law review at that law school, 
makes its articles available in open, digital formats.  
Although 97.5% of flagship law reviews still publish in print format, several specialty 
journals publish only in electronic format. As shown in Appendix B, the top 14 law schools have 
added fourteen new student-run journals from 2009 to 2015, eight of which are electronic-only 
publications. Of the 108 specialty law journals published at top 14 law schools, 27 are electronic-
only publications (25%). Many of these journals switched from print publication to electronic-only 
publication between 2009–2015, after the promulgation of the Durham Statement. As an example, 
in 2009, the Berkeley Journal of Criminal Law announced that beginning with volume 15, the 
journal was going digital by including a notice in volume 14, number 2, that the issue was its last 
print issue.57 The notice stated, “As part of a nationwide movement toward online publication, the 
Berkeley Journal of Criminal Law will be available exclusively through the major online 
publication outlets, including HeinOnline, Lexis Nexis, Westlaw, as well as our Web site, 
www.bjcl.org.”58 The notice cited the Durham Statement as the rationale for this decision: “In 
deciding to publish exclusively online, we join a group of prestigious law schools spearheading 
the  movement to ensure that legal scholarship keeps pace with the nation’s technological 
revolution. We are confident that moving the Journal to a stable, digital format will enable broader 
access to legal scholarship, reduce our impact on the environment, and best allow us to grow in an 
increasingly-digital era.”59 Authors can obtain hard copy offprints of their articles published in this 
journal.60 
In 2013, Duke Law School announced that six of their nine law journals “are now only 
publishing in a digital format.”61 In addition to those six journals, the Alaska Law Review also 
moved to online-only publication, beginning with volume 31, which was published in 2014.62 The 
Duke Law Scholarship Repository contains complete archives of all of its law journals.63 Only two 
                                                
56 See, e.g., The Georgetown Journal of Gender and the Law, GEO. L., 
https://articleworks.cadmus.com/geolaw/zsw00215.html [https://perma.cc/A4NS-PFJR] (indicating that users can 
purchase PDF copies of articles for $3.50 each or a PDF copy of an entire issue for $20.00). 
57 14 BERKELEY J. CRIM. L. (2009).  
58 Id.  
59 Id. (“For more information on the nationwide movement toward exclusive online publishing, we recommend 
you read the ‘Durham Statement on Open Access to Legal Scholarship.’”).  
60 Offprint Orders and Forms, BERKELEY L., https://www.law.berkeley.edu/student-journal-editor-reference-
information/publication-resources/offprint-orders-and-forms/ [https://perma.cc/2SGC-WQ58]. 
61 The online-only journals included the Duke Environmental Law & Policy Forum, Duke Forum for Law & 
Social Change, Duke Journal of Comparative & International Law, Duke Journal of Constitutional Law & Public 
Policy, Duke Journal of Gender Law & Policy, and Duke Law & Technology Review. Six Duke Law Journals Move 
to Digital-Only Format, supra note 49. 
62 Note from the Editor, DUKE L. SCHOLARSHIP REPOSITORY, 
http://scholarship.law.duke.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1370&context=alr [https://perma.cc/3D5E-KURX] (“As 
part of our renewed partnership, the Alaska Bar Association and the Alaska Law Review have jointly decided to 
prioritize the online publication of the journal. Instead of sending printed copies to all Alaska Bar members, the 
primary method for accessing the Alaska Law Review will be through online publication. As in the past, each 
forthcoming issue will be freely available on our website with printable and searchable PDFs, as will a complete 
archive of previous issues. Starting with this issue, every Alaska Bar member will be notified via email that a new 
issue of the Alaska Law Review has been published.”); Subscriptions, ALASKA L. REV., 
http://alr.law.duke.edu/subscriptions/ [https://perma.cc/2B7S-ZU9V] (“Starting with Vol. 31, publication and access 
to the Alaska Law Review will be primarily online via this website.”). 
63 DUKE L. SCHOLARSHIP REPOSITORY, supra note 50. 
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journals at Duke still publish in both print and electronic formats: the Duke Law Journal, the 
flagship law review, and Law and Contemporary Problems, a journal with both student and faculty 
editorial boards.64 
Intellectual property and technology law journals are especially likely to be published in 
electronic format only. Ten of the top 14 law schools have a specialty law journal dedicated to 
intellectual property or technology,65 and of those ten journals, seven of them are electronic-only 
publications.66 Electronic-only, open access publication is a point of pride for intellectual property 
and technology law journals. For example, the New York University Journal of Intellectual 
Property & Entertainment Law’s website states, “As NYU’s first and only online journal, JIPEL 
also provides an opportunity for discourse through comments from all of its readers. There are no 
subscriptions, or subscription fees; in keeping with the open-access and free discourse goals of the 
students responsible for JIPEL’s existence, the content is available for free to anyone interested in 
intellectual property and entertainment law.”67  
In 2009, the Columbia Science & Technology Law Review announced the journal was 
making “two significant changes to how we publish”: (1) “[W]e’ve decided to meet the standards 
set out by the Open Access Law Program and formally seek to become an Open Access Law 
Journal” and (2) “[I]n order meet the standards set forward by the Durham Statement on Open 
Access to Legal Scholarship, we’re moving our backend from our own server to professionally 
maintained, archival-quality services run by the Columbia Library. We were already publishing in 
the relatively open PDF format.”68 With these changes, this law journal was “the first Columbia 
                                                
64 Publications Price List 2016–2017, DUKE L., https://law.duke.edu/scholarship/journals/pricelist/ 
[https://perma.cc/VX69-JQ53]. Law & Contemporary Problems is not included in the table in Appendix B because 
the masthead consists of both a faculty editorial board and a student editorial board. The website for the journal 
indicates that it is “a quarterly, interdisciplinary, faculty-edited publication of Duke Law School.” About Us, LAW & 
CONTEMP. PROBS., https://lcp.law.duke.edu/about/ [https://perma.cc/H865-YXQ7] (emphasis added). Additionally, 
the Washington & Lee Law Journals: Submissions and Ranking, 2008–2015 website does not classify this journal as 
a student-edited journal. 
65 Cornell Law School, Georgetown University Law Center, University of Chicago Law School, and University 
of Pennsylvania Law School do not.   
66 These electronic-only journals include: Columbia Journal of Science & Technology Law Review, Duke Law & 
Technology Review, New York University Journal of Intellectual Property & Entertainment Law, Northwestern 
Journal of Technology & Intellectual Property, Stanford Technology Law Review, Virginia Journal of Law & 
Technology, and Yale Journal of Law & Technology. The Berkeley Technology Law Journal, Harvard Journal of Law 
& Technology, and Michigan Telecommunications & Technology Law Review still publish in both print and electronic 
formats. The website for the Virginia Journal of Law & Technology gives conflicting information about whether it 
publishes only in electronic format, indicating that it “publishes in print and online,” but also stating that “[p]ublishing 
online allows us to present cutting-edge and emerging issues in a more timely fashion than most print journals.” About 
VJoLT, VA. J. L. & TECH., http://www.vjolt.net/about.php [https://perma.cc/KGE8-RNMP]. The website does not 
contain any information regarding paid subscriptions, instead only providing an option to subscribe to the journal’s e-
mail publication announcement list: “The publication announcements contain abstracts for each article in the issue, 
with links to the full text.” Receiving Publication Announcements, VA. J. L. & TECH., http://www.vjolt.net/email.php 
[https://perma.cc/C8VS-TY7B]. The Washington & Lee Law Journals: Submissions and Ranking, 2008–2015 website 
labels this journal as an online-only journal, and WorldCat indicates that this title is an online resource. Thus, this 
journal has been categorized as an electronic-only publication in the table in Appendix B. 
67 About, JIPEL, http://jipel.law.nyu.edu/about/ [https://perma.cc/28T8-WTNT]. 
68 Letter from the EIC, COLUM. SCI. & TECH. L. REV., http://stlr.org/archived-volumes/volume-x-2008-
2009/letter-from-the-eic/ [https://perma.cc/UB72-HWHE] (“As a result of these two choices, we can now be fully 
confident that our digital scholarship has the same permanence and long-term ‘shelf life’ as a paper journal—a big 
step forward for digital scholarship in general.”).  
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journal to become formally Open Access.”69 
 
III. THE DECLINE IN PRINT SUBSCRIPTIONS 
 
Even though flagship law reviews have been reluctant to give up print publication, print 
subscriptions by both individuals and institutions have rapidly declined in recent years as articles 
from law journals become easily and freely accessible online.  
 
A.  Subscriptions to Print Law Reviews by Law Libraries  
 
Many law libraries have stopped subscribing to print law journals and instead refer students 
and faculty to online databases that contain these publications. For example, the collection 
development policy at Pace Law School Library, updated in July 2015, states, “[W]e no longer 
collect in print most law reviews produced by ABA-accredited American law schools . . . We 
subscribe to HeinOnline, a growing Internet-based library of law reviews available in full text, and 
rely on it for access to most law reviews.”70 As another example, the collection development policy 
at the University of San Francisco Law Library states, “The law library relies on Westlaw, Lexis, 
HeinOnline and other online databases for access to law reviews and journals. The law library 
maintains print subscriptions only for those law reviews and journals that are not accessible 
online.”71  
Some law libraries subscribe to a select group of law reviews in print, basing the decisions 
on rankings of law schools or rankings of law journals. For instance, the collection development 
policy at the law library at the William H. Bowen School of Law at the University of Arkansas at 
Little Rock states, “The Library subscribes to HeinOnline LAW JOURNAL LIBRARY. The 
Library collects in print only the law reviews for the top ranked one hundred law schools and the 
Arkansas law reviews. . . . The Library relies on journal ranking lists in determining which titles 
to add to the collection.”72 The law library at the University of Georgia School of Law similarly 
indicates that it only collects legal periodicals in print that are published by that law school, 
published by ABA-accredited law schools in Georgia, specifically requested by faculty members 
to be received in print, “premier publications in fields of significant interest” to the law school (for 
specialty journals), and “[a]pproximately 100 of the most-cited general law reviews published by 
U.S. law schools as ranked in the Washington and Lee University School of Law ‘Most-Cited 
Legal Periodicals: U.S. and Selected Non-U.S.’ database.”73 Collection development policies like 
these, which base decisions on rankings of the law journals, are significant because they feed into 
the desire of law schools to publish prestigious law journals, and as discussed below, authors and 
law schools frequently view the availability of a journal in print as an indicator of prestige, which 
incentivizes law journals to continue print production. 
Other law libraries anticipate cutting print subscriptions to law reviews and journals in the 
                                                
69 About Us, COLUM. SCI. & TECH. L. REV., http://stlr.org/about-us/ [https://perma.cc/KJX3-SG44]. 
70 Collection Development Policy, PACE L. SCH. LIBR. (July 2015), 
http://lawweb.pace.edu/library/collectiondevelopmentpolicy.pdf [https://perma.cc/BA9W-WPQ8]. 
71 Collection Development Policy - Law Library, U. S.F., https://www.usfca.edu/law/library/policies/collection-
development [https://perma.cc/Z6FQ-3FZC]. 
72 Collection Development, UALR WILLIAM H. BOWEN SCH. L., http://ualr.edu/law/library/policies/collection-
development/ [https://perma.cc/U2HH-SJDA]. 




future. Although the collection development policy for the University of Minnesota Law Library 
indicates that the library still acquires “[m]ost law reviews and selected specialized law journals 
published by U.S. law schools,” the policy notes that their print acquisitions of law reviews and 
academic legal periodicals may change in the future: “Over time the print categories will be 
gradually reduced, as more publishers guarantee perpetual access to digital content or reliably host 
such content, and as some publications cease to be available in print.”74 The Lillian Goldman Law 
Library at Yale Law School, which currently acquires in print all Yale Law School publications 
and “[a]pproximately 100 most-cited of the main law reviews of U.S. law schools and 
approximately 100 most-cited of the specialized U.S. legal periodicals,” similarly notes that 
“[o]ver time the print categories will be gradually reduced.”75  
Harvard Law Library refers to the Durham Statement in its collection development 
guidelines for law reviews and legal periodicals. The policy states, “The Library prefers to 
subscribe to most law journals in digital format.”76 The policy contains two exceptions for which 
the Harvard Law Library acquires in print and maintains a print archive: “Harvard Law School 
publications in accordance with the Durham Statement on Open Legal Access to Scholarship” and 
“[p]ublications where the Library has agreed to maintain a print copy as part of a collaboration 
agreement with other libraries.”77 
 The table in Appendix C portrays the subscription costs of the flagship law reviews at the 
top 14 law schools.78 Each law review publishes between four and eight issues per volume, and 
the subscription cost for a volume ranges between $45.00 and $85.00 for an individual, but can 
cost as much as $200.00 for an institution. If an academic law library were to subscribe only to 
these fourteen flagship law reviews, then the cost for this year would be approximately a thousand 
dollars. Many law libraries subscribe to the law reviews at the top 100 law schools in addition to 
top specialty journals. The Gallagher Law Library at the University of Washington subscribes to 
all print journals from ABA-accredited institutions—both flagship and specialty journals.79  
Law journals are relatively inexpensive compared to other materials purchased by libraries, 
but print law journals are much easier for law libraries to let go of compared to other materials. 
The true cost is a matter of space—growing collections of print law journals take up a significant 
amount of space over time. At the Gallagher Law Library, the collection of print law journals spans 
across 27 shelves in the compact stacks.  
 
 
                                                
74 Collection Development Policy, U. MINN. L. LIBR. (June 1, 2014), 
https://library.law.umn.edu/uploads/e9/72/e972d9dde9be69d7c34fac09d2e791fd/colldev-policy.pdf 
[https://perma.cc/HD6X-NH3B]. 
75 Law Reviews and Legal Periodicals, YALE L. SCH. LILLIAN GOLDMAN L. LIBR., http://library.law.yale.edu/law-
reviews-and-legal-periodicals [https://perma.cc/YG7K-AZLG]. 
76 Harvard Law School Library Collection Development Policy, HARV. L. SCH., 
http://hls.harvard.edu/content/uploads/2008/07/collection_development_policy.pdf [https://perma.cc/DYC3-GYSE]. 
77 Id. 
78 The data in Appendix C were compiled by checking the subscription information provided in the front of an 
issue from each of the relevant volumes for these fourteen law reviews. The Gallagher Law Library did not have a 
copy of volume 76 of the University of Chicago Law Review, but had volumes 75 and 77, both of which indicated a 
subscription cost of $45.00, so that figure was used for volume 76. The subscription page for volume 76 of this title 
was also not available on HeinOnline. 
79 The Gallagher Law Library subscribes to all of these print journals because it uses them in the indexing process 
for the Current Index to Legal Periodicals, discussed infra notes 113–115 and accompanying text. 
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B.  Representative Illustration of the Decline: Harvard Law Review 
 
The United States Postal Service requires law journals and other periodicals that take 
advantage of periodicals mailing privileges to keep track of circulation numbers by filling out and 
submitting a Statement of Ownership, Management, and Circulation PS Form 3526 each year. The 
information reported on these forms clearly portrays how the number of paid subscribers to law 
reviews have plummeted in recent years. Section 15 of this form indicates the extent and nature of 
circulation. The table in Appendix D depicts the number of paid print subscribers for each of the 
flagship law reviews at the top 14 law schools, as reported on their PS Form 3526 in fall 2015.80  
The Harvard Law Review can be used to illustrate the general downward trend in the 
number of paid subscribers to print law reviews. The Harvard Law Review has seen a steady loss 
in number of paid subscribers each year, but still retains one of the highest numbers of paid 
subscribers out of all student-edited law reviews. Besides the Harvard Law Review and the Yale 
Law Journal, which have the highest number of subscribers, the other twelve law reviews ranged 
in total paid distribution from 233 (Northwestern University Law Review) to 877 (Cornell Law 
Review) for the average number of copies for each issue in the preceding 12 months.  
 The Harvard Law Review is consistently ranked in the top three in Washington & Lee’s 
law journal rankings. Professor Davies tracked the total paid circulation for the Harvard Law 
Review and other top law reviews from 1972 through 2012.81 Over those forty years, the total paid 
distribution for the Harvard Law Review dropped from a high of 10,193 paid subscribers in 1974–
75 to a low of 1,722 paid subscribers in 2011–12,82 a percent change of  -83.1%. To fill in the gaps 
where Professor Davies left off and focusing in particular on the time frame after the promulgation 
of the Durham Statement, Table 2 illustrates the decline in print subscriptions for the Harvard Law 
Review since 2008.83  By 2014–15, the total paid circulation had declined to 1,135. Figure 1 depicts 
the decline in paid subscribers to the print copy of the Harvard Law Review over the past forty 
years.  
 
Table 2. Number of Subscribers to the Harvard Law Review, 2009–2015 
PS Form 3526  
Filing Date 
Total No. Copies (Net 
Press Run): Average No. 
Copies Each Issue for 
Preceding 12 Months 
Total Paid Distribution: 
Average No. Copies Each 
Issue During Preceding 12 
Months 
Total Paid Distribution: 
No. Copies Single Issue 
Published Nearest to 
Filing Date 
9/23/2009 3862 2029 2213 
9/21/2010 3862 2021 2265 
9/20/2011 3862 1896 2108 
10/1/2012 2925 1722 1839 
9/27/2013 2663 1654 1688 
9/24/2014 2663 1311 1519 
9/28/2015 2156 1135 1381 
 
 
                                                
80 The forms are included in one issue from each volume.   
81 Davies, Increasingly Lengthy Long Run, supra note 4. 
82 Id. 
83 Data were collected for this table by looking at the Statement of Ownership, Management, and Circulation 
printed in the first issues of volumes 123 through 129. 123 HARV. L. REV. iv (2009); 124 HARV. L. REV. iv (2010); 
125 HARV. L. REV. vi (2011); 126 HARV. L. REV. vi (2012); 127 HARV. L. REV. vii (2013); 128 HARV. L. REV. vii 
(2014); 129 HARV. L. REV. vi (2015).  
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The press run for the Harvard Law Review reported in September 2015 was slightly more 
than half of the press run the Harvard Law Review reported in September 2009. Between 2011 
and 2012, the Harvard Law Review sharply cut its net press run by almost a thousand copies (or 
one-third of the total net press run). Between 2009 and 2015, the average total paid distribution 
was cut almost in half—a percent change of approximately -44%.  
 
Figure 1. Total Paid Distribution for the Harvard Law Review, 1975–2015 
 
 
C.  Declining Number of Subscribers for Other Law Reviews 
 
The decline in the number of subscribers is by no means unique to the Harvard Law 
Review. As another example of the drop in total paid distribution for a flagship law review from a 
top 14 law school, the New York University Law Review reported an average paid distribution of 
763 copies of each issue during the preceding 12 months in fall 2009,84 but reported an average of 
419 copies of each issue during the preceding 12 months in fall 2015.85 This is a percent change 
of approximately -45%, which is similar to the negative percent change for the Harvard Law 
                                                
84 The PS Form 3526 was filed on August 5, 2009, and printed in Volume 84, No. 4 (October 2009) of the New 
York University Law Review. 
85 The PS Form 3526 was filed on September 10, 2015, and printed in Volume 90, No. 4 (October 2015) of the 
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Review. Outside of the top 14 law schools, in fall 2015, other flagship law reviews generally 
reported between 200 and 300 copies for the average total paid circulation for each issue during 
the past 12 months.86  
 
D.  Subscription Costs  
 
The declining number of subscribers between 2009 and 2015 probably cannot be attributed 
to an increase in subscription costs because such increases have been either non-existent or 
minimal. The table in Appendix C illustrates how half of the flagship law reviews at the top 14 
schools did not increase their costs of subscriptions between 2009 and 2015,87 even though two of 
those law reviews increased the number of issues per volume, which increased their printing and 
mailing costs.88 Of the seven law reviews that increased subscription costs between 2009 and 2015, 
four of them increased the cost by only $6.00 or less per volume.89  
The general lack of major increases in subscription costs over this time period suggests that 
individuals have stopped subscribing to print law reviews for reasons other than cost. Individuals 
can now easily access articles in digital, open formats through law review websites or retrieve 
electronic copies through databases that the law libraries they are associated with subscribe to, 
such as HeinOnline, Westlaw, or Lexis. But many law libraries have stopped subscribing to print 
law reviews to cut costs in response to shrinking budgets.  
The lack of major increases in subscription costs reinforces the notion that law reviews are 
not published with the primary intent to make a profit. Consequently, economic arguments about 
how electronic-only publication will save law schools money may not be as persuasive or effective 
in encouraging a shift to electronic-only publication as other types of arguments, such as speedier 
publication or increased visibility of articles.  
 
IV. INCOME AND EXPENDITURES FOR LAW JOURNALS 
 
Printing costs for print law reviews are significant, often exceeding the amount of money 
brought in through print subscriptions. Many law schools also subsidize production costs for their 
law journals. The Washington Law Review, the flagship law review at the University of 
                                                
86 A few examples of the circulation data, as reported in fall 2015, for other flagship law reviews are as follows: 
Connecticut Law Review (net print run: 700; total paid distribution: 250); Miami Law Review (net print run: 356; total 
paid distribution: 190); Minnesota Law Review (net print run: 545; total paid distribution: 304); Nebraska Law Review 
(net print run: 423; total paid distribution: 274); Rutgers University Law Review (net print run: 327; total paid 
distribution: 222); University of Illinois Law Review (net print run: 500; total paid circulation: 319).  
87 The seven law reviews that did not increase their subscription costs per volume between 2008–09 or 2009 and 
2015–16 or 2016 included the Cornell Law Review, Michigan Law Review, New York University Law Review, 
Northwestern University Law Review, University of Chicago Law Review (although this law review added a separate 
category for subscriptions by institutions, which cost $20.00 more than subscriptions by individuals), University of 
Pennsylvania Law Review, and Yale Law Journal.  
88 The University of Pennsylvania Law Review increased the number of issues per volume from 6 to 7 beginning 
with volume 164, while the Northwestern University Law Review increased the number of issues per volume from 4 
to 5 beginning with volume 110.  
89 The law reviews that increased subscription costs by $6.00 or less included the Columbia Law Review (increase 
of $6.00), Duke Law Journal (increase of $6.00), Harvard Law Review (increase of $5.00 for individual subscriptions, 
but no change for institutional subscriptions), and Virginia Law Review (increase of $6.00). For the remaining three 
law reviews, the increases in subscription costs included an increase of $15.00 for the Georgetown Law Journal, an 
increase of $18.00 for the Stanford Law Review, and increases of $20.00 (individual) or $25.00 (institution) for the 
California Law Review. 
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Washington School of Law, and the Washington International Law Journal, a specialty law 
journal, are two good examples to illustrate the cost of production and income brought in from 
print subscriptions. Both of these journals are printed by Joe Christensen, Inc., one of the leading 
companies offering printing services for legal periodicals.90 
 
A.  Washington Law Review 
 
In fall 2014, the Washington Law Review reported that the average total number of copies 
(net print run) for each issue during the preceding 12 months was 534, while the average total paid 
distribution was 446 copies for each issue during the preceding 12 months.91 In fall 2015, the 
Washington Law Review reported that the average total number of copies (net print run) for each 
issue during the preceding 12 months was 492, while the average total paid distribution was 418 
copies for each issue during the preceding 12 months.92 The subscription costs for the volumes 
covered by this circulation data were $41.06 per year in Washington state, which included tax, or 
$37.50 per year everywhere else in the United States.93  
The Washington Law Review receives income primarily from print subscriptions and 
royalties. The Income & Expenditures report for the Washington Law Review for January through 
December 2015 indicates that the Washington Law Review received an income of $18,679.95 from 
print subscriptions.94 Even though the Washington Law Review offers electronic copies of its 
articles in open, digital formats on its website and in the Marian Gould Gallagher Law Library 
Digital Archives dating back to the first volume,95 the Washington Law Review still earned 
$33,646.57 in royalties during 2015 from companies such as Thomson Reuters and LexisNexis.96 
Income from author reprints totaled $2,349.00.97 
Operating expenses for running the Washington Law Review include the Washington 
excise tax, food and drink expenses, office expenses (including mail, office supplies, and 
telecommunications equipment rentals), expenses associated with special events, and the 
                                                
90 See JOE CHRISTENSEN, INC., http://www.christensen.com [https://perma.cc/7H9W-VUX4] (“We currently print 
more than 330 legal titles . . . The latest ranking of the top 25 law schools indicates that 22 of them are JCI customers. 
We print more than 110 titles for those 25 customers.”).  
91 This information is based on the Statement of Ownership, Management, and Circulation PS Form 3526 for the 
Washington Law Review, filed on September 24, 2014. This form is printed in the back of the print issue of volume 
90, issue 1, of the Washington Law Review (March 2015). The circulation data applies to volume 88, issues 3 and 4, 
and volume 89, issues 1 and 2. 
92 This information is based on the Statement of Ownership, Management, and Circulation PS Form 3526 for the 
Washington Law Review, filed on October 26, 2015. This form is printed in the back of the print issue of volume 91, 
issue 1, of the Washington Law Review (March 2016). The circulation data applies to volume 89, issues 3 and 4, and 
volume 90, issues 1 and 2. 
93 91 WASH. L. REV. iii (2016); 90 WASH. L. REV. iii (2015); 89 WASH. L. REV. iii (2014); 88 WASH. L. REV. iii 
(2013). 
94 The totals included $6,532.46 for volume 91, $11,912.49 for volume 90, $160.00 for volume 89, and $75.00 
for volume 88. Washington Law Review Income & Expenditures – Cash Only: January Through December 2015 (on 
file with author).  
95  Washington Law Review, U. WASH. SCH. L. DIGITAL.LAW, http://digital.law.washington.edu/dspace-
law/handle/1773.1/9 [https://perma.cc/U6AD-EXRW]. 
96 Royalties came from EBSCO Industries, Inc., Cengage Learning, Gale Group, LexisNexis, ProQuest, Thomson 
Reuters, and William S. Hein, with the majority of royalties coming from Thomson Reuters ($17,555.34), LexisNexis 
($12,000.00), and William S. Hein ($2,949.16). Washington Law Review Income & Expenditures – Cash Only: 




production costs for the law review.98 The printing costs, which are part of the production costs, 
totaled $33,170.26 in 2015.99 The printing costs far exceeded the income brought in by print 
subscriptions and author reprints. The income from print subscriptions was $18,679.95 and the 
income from author reprints was $2,349.00, totaling $21,028.95, whereas the printing costs totaled 
$33,170.26. From this standpoint, print production resulted in a loss of $12,141.31.  
 
B.  Washington International Law Journal 
 
The Washington International Law Journal, formerly the Pacific Rim & Policy Journal, 
provides another illustration of printing costs exceeding income brought in by print subscriptions. 
The Income & Expenditure Report for January through December 2015 indicates that the journal 
brought in $7,758.81 through print subscriptions,100 as well as $2,400.00 for single print issues.101 
The journal also received $2,533.98 in royalties.102 The total printing costs for this journal was 
$12,471.09.103 Thus, the printing costs exceeded the income brought in by print subscriptions by 
a few thousand dollars.   
These examples from the Washington Law Review and the Washington International Law 
Journal demonstrate how printing costs are significant and how the income brought in from paid 
print subscriptions frequently does not cover that expense. Eliminating printing costs will save law 
journals money, but electronic-only publication may result in other costs, such as expenses 
required for certain technology. Nevertheless, the cost of print production is not a minor thing and 
therefore points in favor of moving toward electronic-only publication.  
 
V. FACTORS REINFORCING PRINT PRESTIGE 
 
Various factors reinforce the perception in legal academia that the availability of a journal 
in print signifies prestige. 
 
A.  Washington & Lee Law Journals: Submissions and Ranking 
 
Law schools expect faculty candidates to have a record of publications and require faculty 
members to produce scholarship. One resource relied on by prospective authors in deciding where 
to submit their articles for publication is the Washington and Lee Law Journals: Submissions and 
Ranking website.104 This website allows users to search for and see rankings of journals by subject 
and country.105 Users can filter journals by language (English or non-English), subject type 
(general versus specialized), edit type (student-edited, peer-edited, or refereed), format (print or 
online-only), and ranking (ranking or non-ranked).106 Users can also select ranking criteria of 
                                                
98 Id. 
99 Id. 
100 This amount includes income from volume 25 ($1,960.00), volume 24 ($5,608.81), and volume 23 ($190.00). 
Washington International Law Journal Income & Expenditures – Cash Only: January Through December 2015 (on 









combined score, impact factor, journal cites, currency factor, case cites, or cites/cost.107  
In April 2016, the 2015 rankings were released, but the website allows users to access prior 
surveys from 2003 to 2014. Toward the top, the law journal rankings roughly correlates with the 
U.S. News & World Report law school rankings—all fourteen of the top 14 law schools have 
flagship law reviews in the top 25 combined score law journal rankings, and eleven of these 
flagship law reviews also appear in the top 14 combined score law journal rankings.108  
Law journals boast about their “impact factor” or “combined score” assigned by these 
rankings. For instance, the Akron Law Review states the following on its home page: “The Akron 
Law Review has been highly ranked in the Washington and Lee Law Review Rankings for a 
number of years. The Akron Law Review has ranked in the top 55 of general, student-edited law 
reviews for ‘Impact Factor’ since 2005.”109 Additionally, the Akron Law Review notes, “Since 
2006, the Akron Law Review has also ranked in the top 65 in the Washington and Lee ‘Combined 
Score’ ranking for general, student-edited journals.”110 Specialty journals frequently note their 
rankings in specific subject areas on their websites. For example, the Fordham Intellectual 
Property, Media & Entertainment Law Journal notes on its website, “In 2014, according to surveys 
compiled by Washington & Lee University, the Fordham IPLJ was ranked #1 law journal in arts, 
entertainment & sports law, and #6 in intellectual property law.”111  
The Washington & Lee rankings clearly indicate whether a journal is an online-only 
publication, which makes it easy for those who are seeking to submit articles for publication to 
skip over electronic-only journals. Users are also able to filter journals to show only those that are 
published in print. The website reinforces perceptions that print signifies prestige by separating 
online-only journals from journals that publish in print.112  
 
B.  Legal Periodical Indexes 
 
If law journals cease to produce print issues, they risk exclusion from indexes and 
consequently lose important means of exposure for their articles. For example, the Current Index 
to Legal Periodicals is a weekly current awareness tool that organizes law journal articles by 
subject headings and is relied on by law professors, lawyers, and law librarians.113 The editors of 
the Current Index to Legal Periodicals index “[a]ll general and specialized print journals from 
ABA accredited or provisionally accredited law schools” and note that “[i]f a journal ceases to be 
                                                
107 Id. 
108 2017 Best Law Schools, supra note 8. 
109 Akron Law Review, U. AKRON, https://www.uakron.edu/law/about-us/student-orgs/review.dot 
[https://perma.cc/SC29-CM8E]. 
110 Id.  
111 About the Fordham IPLJ, FORDHAM INTELL. PROP., MEDIA & ENT. L.J., http://www.fordhamiplj.org/about/ 
[https://perma.cc/Z63F-XR6A].  
112 However, it is worth noting that in the 2015 rankings of law journals, four online companions ranked in the 
top 100 for general, student-edited law journals (combined score): Stanford Law Review Online (#52), Yale Law 
Journal Forum (#70), Northwestern University Law Review Online (#86), and Columbia Law Review Sidebar (#92), 
among various print law reviews. Law Journals: Submissions and Ranking, 2008–2015, supra note 21. Just three years 
ago, in the 2012 rankings, only one online companion ranked in the top 100 for general, student-edited law journals 
(combined score): Northwestern University Law Review Online (#84). Id. This perhaps suggests a positive shift in 
perceptions toward online publications.  




published in print, we stop indexing it and do not follow it online.”114 The editors are working on 
developing a strategy to begin including electronic-only journals,115 but this requires significant 
changes in the workflow of the indexing process. For the Current Index to Legal Periodicals to 
start indexing electronic-only law journals, the editors need law journals to set up reliable systems 
to notify them every time new issues are published and to provide them with a comprehensive list 
of all articles published so the editors can continue to guarantee that all published articles in those 
journals are indexed.  
The Index to Legal Periodicals includes more than 300 law reviews,116 but the coverage 
list similarly excludes many electronic-only law journals.117 Of the student-edited journals at 
Stanford Law School,118 this database only includes print journals, not electronic-only journals.119 
Of the six student-edited journals at Northwestern Pritzker School of Law,120 this database only 
includes the three print journals, not the electronic-only journals.121  
 
C.  Publication of Online Articles in Print 
 
Some law reviews “legitimize” certain articles that are published in online companions by 
later publishing them in their print law reviews. The Northwestern University Law Review selects 
certain articles from the Northwestern University Law Review Online to publish in the print 
journal. The submissions page indicates, “[U]p to two NULR Online pieces are selected for 
publication in each of the print Law Review’s four annual issues.”122 This practice implies that 
having an article appear in the print issue is special and prestigious, even though the law review 
indicates on its website that it views publication with Northwestern University Law Review Online 
as “real” scholarship and equivalent to publication in print in the Northwestern University Law 
Review.123   
The Washington University Law Review Commentaries, originally titled the Washington 
University Law Review Slip Opinions, is an online supplement to the Washington University Law 
                                                
114 Periodicals Indexed in CILP, GALLAGHER L. LIBR. (July 28, 2015), 
https://lib.law.washington.edu/cilp/period.html [https://perma.cc/26PY-3UB5].  
115 Id.  
116 INDEX TO LEGAL PERIODICALS AND BOOKS FULL TEXT, https://www.ebscohost.com/academic/index-to-legal-
periodicals-and-books-full-text [https://perma.cc/HCF6-RV73]. 
117 See Index to Legal Periodicals and Books Full Text (H.W. Wilson) Database Coverage List, INDEX TO LEGAL 
PERIODICALS AND BOOKS FULL TEXT (Mar./Apr. 2016), https://www.ebscohost.com/titleLists/lft-coverage.pdf 
[https://perma.cc/J2TN-79PQ]. 
118 Stanford Law School Student Journals, STAN. L. SCH., https://journals.law.stanford.edu 
[https://perma.cc/58AL-VTYS]. 
119 Titles indexed include the Stanford Environmental Law Journal, Stanford Journal of International Law, 
Stanford Journal of Law, Business & Finance, and Stanford Law Review. Index to Legal Periodicals and Books Full 
Text (H.W. Wilson) Database Coverage List, supra note 117. 
120 Journals, NW. PRITZKER SCH. L., http://www.law.northwestern.edu/research-faculty/journals/ 
[https://perma.cc/7DTB-6G97]. 
121 Titles indexed include the Journal of Criminal Law & Criminology, Northwestern Journal of International 
Law & Business, and Northwestern University Law Review. Index to Legal Periodicals and Books Full Text (H.W. 
Wilson) Database Coverage List, supra note 117. 
122 Print Submissions, NW. U. L. REV., http://www.northwesternlawreview.org/submissions 
[https://perma.cc/9JJX-75V9]. 
123 Frequently Asked Questions, NW. U. L. REV., http://www.northwesternlawreview.org/faq 
[https://perma.cc/6BSB-8VYD] (emphasis added). 
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Review.124 The Slip Opinions were posted only online from 2007 to 2009, but starting in 2009, the 
scholarly pieces published in the Washington University Law Review Commentaries were 
subsequently published in print in the Washington University Law Review.125 This practice does 
the opposite of what the Durham Statement urges by adding print publication to what was once 
electronic-only publication.  
 
VI. EFFECTS OF ELECTRONIC-ONLY PUBLICATION  
 
A.  Benefits of Electronic, Open Access Publication 
 
Publication of law journals in open, digital formats result in numerous benefits, many of 
which we already enjoy with dual publication of print and electronic formats. Law journals that 
offer articles in open, digital formats on their websites are more likely to see those articles appear 
in search results when users conduct searches on Google, which might eventually increase the 
number of citations in future scholarship to those articles.126 A simple search for an article from a 
law journal on Google now frequently retrieves the article if it is available on the law journal’s 
website.127 Before law journals made their articles accessible in digital, open formats, these articles 
may have been hidden in the “deep web” or only easily found by using Google Scholar, which 
searches databases like HeinOnline. Articles that can easily be found and retrieved through a 
Google search increases exposure for both the law journal and the author. Scholars sometimes 
quickly conduct searches on Google to find sources to cite to support their assertions in their legal 
scholarship rather than conducting searches on HeinOnline, Lexis Advance, or Westlaw. Open-
access articles are much more likely to appear in Google search results, and thus are much more 
likely to be cited by other scholars in the future. The number of citations to articles published in a 
law journal affects a law journal’s rank, both in Washington & Lee’s law journal rankings and in 
other ranking systems, such as the Google Scholar rankings.128 
Law reviews have recognized the benefits of electronic publication, and this recognition 
has contributed to the rise of online companions. The Northwestern University Law Review’s 
website advocates many of the benefits of electronic publication: “Web publication is a powerful 
tool. It allows us to publish with great speed in a format that is instantly available around the world. 
It enables us to maintain an interactive space for scholarly discussion where scholars and 
laypersons can engage in back-and-forth exchanges. Here, people can discuss emerging legal 
issues or engage in dialogues within weeks of having an idea, as opposed to the traditional lag of 
more than a year between the inception of an idea and its publication.”129 
 
                                                
124 About the Publication, WASH. U. L. REV., http://openscholarship.wustl.edu/law_lawreview/about.html 
[https://perma.cc/P974-QCSF]. 
125 Id.  
126 See generally James M. Donovan & Carol A. Watson, Citation Advantage of Open Access Legal Scholarship, 
103 L. LIBR. J. 553 (2011).  
127 KENT C. OLSON, PRINCIPLES OF LEGAL RESEARCH 12 (2d ed. 2015) (“[B]illions of pages of online information, 
known as the deep web or the invisible web, are beyond the reach of even the most powerful search engine because 
they are inside databases and do not have fixed URLs” and “[i]t is estimated that search engines can locate several 
hundred billion pages of information, while the deep web covers many trillion pages.”). 
128 Top Publications – Law, GOOGLE SCHOLAR, 
https://scholar.google.com/citations?view_op=top_venues&hl=en&vq=soc_law [https://perma.cc/9YEB-4WUY]. 
129 Frequently Asked Questions, supra note 123. 
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B.  Benefits of Electronic-Only Publication 
 
When a law journal offers its articles in both open, digital format and print format, various 
stakeholders reap the benefits of open access publication that were discussed above. However, 
these stakeholders and law libraries would enjoy additional benefits if law journals were to 
eliminate print production. These benefits include economic benefits, environmental benefits, and 
more timely publication of articles.  
 
1. Economic and Environmental Benefits  
 
By moving to electronic-only publication, law journals would save on printing and mailing 
costs. As described above in the illustrations for the Washington Law Review and the Washington 
International Law Journal, printing costs frequently exceed the amount of income brought in by 
print subscriptions. By stopping print publication, additional costs may also be saved, such as 
expenses required to support the salary of the business office manager, who organizes and handles 
all communication with print subscribers.  
As mentioned above, royalties from electronic databases such as HeinOnline, Westlaw, 
and Lexis, comprise a significant portion of a law journal’s income.130 When law journals were 
initially deciding whether to make their articles available in digital, open formats, concerns arose 
about how open access would affect royalties received from Westlaw and Lexis.131 The royalties 
received by the Washington Law Review in the past few years do not portray any specific trend—
royalties in 2013 totaled $27,005.38, dropped to $22,172.18 in 2014, and increased again to 
$33,646.57 in 2015.132 The same concern arises again when considering a transition to electronic-
only publication. If law journals notify audiences to visit their websites every time new issues are 
published, people may form the habit of obtaining articles from free law review websites rather 
than logging on to HeinOnline, Westlaw, or Lexis to access them. However, without the need to 
cover printing costs, perhaps a decline in royalties will not matter quite as much if journals engage 
in electronic-only publication. As described above, the printing costs for the Washington Law 
Review in 2015 totaled $33,170.26, which is nearly equivalent to the $33,646.57 in royalties 
received. Whether law journals will continue to receive royalties in the future is a corporate 
decision made by companies such as Thomson Reuters and LexisNexis.133    
If the Washington Law Review were to move to electronic-only publication, expenses for 
operations such as printing costs and mailing costs may be either completely cut or significantly 
reduced. Therefore, the Washington Law Review and other law journals would benefit from 
stopping print publication because they could eliminate significant printing costs.  
A word of caution is necessary when discussing potential economic benefits. Moving to 
electronic-only publication may incur other expenses, such as expenses for software and 
                                                
130 See supra note 96 and accompanying text.  
131 Jessica Litman, The Economics of Open Access Law Publishing, 10 LEWIS & CLARK L. REV. 779, 792 (2006) 
(“Law journals have been less eager to jump on the open access bandwagon because of real and perceived threats 
open access posted to their way of doing business. In the perceived threat column, I’d put concern over the impact on 
Westlaw, Lexis, and Copyright Clearance Center royalties.”).  
132 Washington Law Review Income & Expenditures – Cash Only: January 2013 Through April 2016 (on file 
with author). 
133 LexisNexis has already expressed that it plans on getting out of the royalty business in the near future. E-mail 




technology necessary to maintain law journal websites and to keep them fully up-to-date. A shift 
to electronic-only publication would result in environmental benefits because the law journals 
would no longer be printed on paper, but similar to the economic argument, this might be offset 
by the fact that researchers who download articles electronically may decide to print them out to 
read. Although the economic and environmental arguments are worth noting because they have 
the potential to be significant, they are not necessarily the most compelling arguments in favor of 
moving to electronic-only publication due to all of the uncertainties. 
 
2. Speed of Publication 
 
Of greater interest to authors, electronic-only publication may increase the speed of 
publication because it would make it easier for law journals to increase the number of issues in a 
volume (but probably not the number of articles per volume, as discussed below) and offer more 
flexibility for editors to shift around what articles get published in a particular issue in response to 
delays of certain articles in the editorial or revision processes. However, the speed of production 
will still be limited based on what the staff members can handle because they need to balance their 
service on the journal with their classwork and other commitments.  
With electronic-only publication, at least in the near future, law journals would likely still 
divide articles into volumes and issues rather than post articles on their websites on a rolling basis 
to maintain structure and to reinforce the notion that publication is an honor with only a limited 
number of slots for articles in each issue and in each volume. Publication of a set of articles in an 
issue where an author’s article is nestled next to articles written by other legal academics also 
increases the perceived value of an article.  
The number of issues published in a volume varies by publication. Of the flagship law 
reviews at the top 14 law schools, six schools publish eight issues in each volume, one school 
publishes seven issues in each volume, five schools publish six issues in each volume, one school 
publishes five issues in each volume, and one school publish four issues in each volume.134 At the 
next thirteen schools, rounding out the top 25 law schools,135 one of the flagship law reviews 
publishes seven issues per volume, nine law reviews publish six issues per volume, two law 
reviews publish five issues per volume, and one law review publishes four issues per volume. 
Across all flagship law reviews at ABA-accredited law schools, the number of issues per volume 
range from one to eight.  
Law reviews with more issues per volume do not necessarily include more articles or 
content compared to law reviews that publish fewer issues per volume. The most recent completed 
volume of the Duke Law Journal (volume 64 for 2014–15) had eight issues containing a total of 
1,754 pages, whereas the most recent completed volume of the New York University Law Review 
(volume 90 for 2015) had six issues containing a total of 2,190 pages, whereas the most recent 
completed volume of the University of Chicago Law Review (volume 82 for 2015) had four issues 
containing a total of 2,328 pages. The number of issues per volume does not necessarily reflect 
better quality, but if a law review is only able to publish one issue per volume consisting of a small 
                                                
134 Eight issues per volume: Columbia Law Review, Duke Law Journal, Harvard Law Review, Michigan Law 
Review, Virginia Law Review, and Yale Law Journal; seven issues per volume: University of Pennsylvania Law 
Review; six issues per volume: California Law Review, Cornell Law Review, Georgetown Law Journal, New York 
University Law Review, and Stanford Law Review; five issues per volume: Northwestern University Law Review; and 
four issues per volume: University of Chicago Law Review.  
135 This adds up to 27 law schools because three law schools were tied for 25th place. See 2017 Best Law Schools, 
supra note 8. 
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handful of articles, then that might provide some insight into its quality.136 
Of course, page count is not necessarily an accurate measure of quality or reputation, either, 
especially in light of the Joint Law Review Statement on Article Length,137 a joint statement issued 
by the Harvard Law Review, Stanford Law Review, and Yale Law Journal, along with other peer 
law reviews. Additional law reviews have followed suit—for instance, the Wake Forest Law 
Review refers to this joint statement in its submission policy: “Any article submitted in excess of 
30,000 words (about 60 law review pages) will weigh heavily against selection and even 
consideration for review. For further background regarding the Law Review’s length policy, please 
see a joint letter issued by a number of law journals across the country.”138 
Although some law reviews intend to publish a certain number of issues per volume, they 
occasionally fall short of producing the promised number of issues in a volume. For example, the 
George Washington Law Review, which indicates that it publishes six issues per volume, only 
ended up publishing five truly separate issues in volume 77 (2008–09), counting the fifth issue as 
issue 5/6. The George Washington Law Review notes that it is “published monthly in November, 
February, April, June, August, and September,”139 but for that particular volume, issue 1 was 
published in November 2008, issue 2 was published in February 2009, issue 3 was published in 
April 2009, issue 4 was published in June 2009, and issue(s) 5/6 was published in September 2009. 
No issue was published in August 2009.  
Adherence to a set publication schedule should count in favor of a journal’s legitimacy 
because it signifies its reliability. If a law review announces a publication schedule and consistently 
produces the issues as announced, then that is a factor that should favor the law review’s reputation. 
On its website, the Arizona Law Review proudly claims, “Arizona Law Review is known as one of 
the few student publications that consistently gets its issues to the printer on time, every time.”140  
Using the number of issues published per volume as an indicator of prestige is also 
probably as superficial as judging a law journal’s quality on whether the journal publishes in print, 
but there are real benefits for producing more issues per volume. The 2014–15 editorial board of 
the Northwestern University Law Review discussed the possibility of increasing the number of 
issues in a volume from four issues per year to six issues per year. The rationale behind the 
proposed switch was to ensure that all issues would be published in a timely manner and would 
not be delayed by an article that was taking longer in the editorial process compared to the other 
articles, which would then hold up all of the other articles. The editorial process is slow because 
an article undergoes many rounds of edits, including substantive edits, the source and cite process 
(where law review members obtain copies of every source cited in an article to verify support and 
check the citations), technical edits, and final proof page checks.  
For the Northwestern University Law Review, articles that were selected for publication 
                                                
136 For example, the University of the District of Columbia Law Review, which published its first issue in 1992 
and now has a total of 18 volumes, has published only one issue per volume in 16 of 18 volumes. For volume 2 and 
13, the University of the District of Columbia Law Review published two issues per volume. In volume 18, the most 
recent volume, there was only one issue, which was published in Spring 2015, containing a total of 190 pages of 
content.  
137 Joint Statement Regarding Articles Length, HARV. L. REV., http://cdn.harvardlawreview.org/wp-
content/uploads/2014/03/articles_length_policy.pdf [https://perma.cc/A689-3YY9]. 
138 Submissions, WAKE FOREST L. REV., http://wakeforestlawreview.com/submissions/ [https://perma.cc/4Z5Q-
B74J]. The Wake Forest Law Review also includes a copy of the joint statement on its website. Joint Statement 
Regarding Article Length, WAKE FOREST L. REV., http://wakeforestlawreview.com/wp-
content/uploads/2015/03/Joint-statement-regarding-article-length.pdf [https://perma.cc/F67E-BYV7]. 
139 77 GEO. WASH. L. REV. (2008).   
140 Submissions, ARIZONA L. REV., http://arizonalawreview.org/submissions/ [https://perma.cc/H973-29KD]. 
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during the fall submission cycle for volume 108 in September 2013 were published in March 2014 
(issue 1), May 2014 (issue 2), and November 2014 (issue 4).141 Consequently, some authors had 
to wait over a year to finally see their articles in print. Final versions of the articles from each of 
these issues were posted on the law review’s website several weeks before the print copies became 
available. For instance, on the date when issue 4 of volume 108 became available on the website, 
the printer was scheduling the print run. Although the Northwestern University Law Review did 
not switch to five issues per volume during the 2014–15 year—volume 109 published quarterly in 
the fall, winter, spring, and summer—the law review started publishing five issues a year (in 
December, February, April, June, and September) beginning the following year with volume 110. 
New legal scholars and professors are particularly eager to get their articles published as 
quickly as possible, though the availability and popularity of websites like SSRN allow authors to 
publish and disseminate draft versions of their articles in advance of official publication to obtain 
exposure and recognition. An increase in the number of issues per volume might help address some 
timing issues, particularly for those journals that are published twice a year or quarterly, because 
the editorial board can easily adjust and move the articles written by authors who need longer 
amounts of time to complete their revisions to later issues and proceed with publishing articles that 
have already completed the editorial process. Whereas increasing the number of issues for a print 
publication requires considerations such as an increase in postage costs and printing costs, an 
increase in the number of issues for an electronic-only publication would not result in economic 
or environmental waste.  
 
C.  Potential Consequences 
 
Electronic-only publication may result in consequences that some stakeholders would view 
as benefits, while others would view as drawbacks. Although worth addressing, these 
consequences are not likely to come into fruition. 
 
1. More Opportunities to Publish    
 
Electronic-only publication may increase the number of opportunities for people to publish 
because space is theoretically not as much as a problem if the cost of printing were eliminated and 
if the size and weight of an issue were no longer a concern with regard to postage costs, portability, 
and the reasonable amount of space the issue would take up on a shelf. However, this benefit 
cannot be overstated because the staff of law journals will still have to limit the number of articles 
they accept for publication in a volume based on the amount of work they can reasonably handle 
during their year of service. Additionally, to maintain the perception of publication in law reviews 
as a prestigious honor, law review staff will continue to be very selective during the article 
selection process. If it becomes commonplace for any and all articles to be published somewhere, 
then it will make it much harder for law schools to measure the productivity of their faculty 
members and to evaluate prospective faculty members. Future researchers will also be forced to 
wade through an overwhelming amount of content.  
 
 
                                                
141 Volume 108, issue 3, which was published in July 2014, was a symposium issue, so the articles selected during 
the fall submission cycle did not appear in this issue.  
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2. Increased Length of Articles 
 
Although some may speculate that a shift to electronic-only publication will increase the 
length of articles because electronic-only publication removes the concern about articles taking up 
too much space in print, this trend is unlikely. As mentioned above, law reviews have been clear 
in recent years about their preferences for pieces below certain word counts or within certain word 
count ranges, even issuing a joint statement to address article length. No longer are 150-page 
articles with 400 footnotes assumed to be most worthy of publication; rather, if an article exceeds 
the word count preferred by a law review, this will disfavor a submission during the article 
selection process. The Harvard Law Review’s submissions policy thus states, “The Review 
strongly prefers articles under 25,000 words in length—the equivalent of 50 law review pages—
including text and footnotes. Length in excess of 30,000 words—the equivalent of 60 law review 
pages—will weigh significantly against selection.”142 Other law schools have adopted similar 
policies, even those that were not a part of the Joint Statement on Article Length.  
 
VII. RESISTANCE AND RESPONSES TO ELECTRONIC-ONLY PUBLICATION  
 
The push for electronic-only publication has met resistance from authors, student editors, 
and law school administrations, all of whom are stakeholders in the reputation of a law journal. As 
one law librarian noted, “[T]his shift, seemingly simple at first glance, actually asks student editors 
and faculty authors to rethinka major heuristic used for evaluating journals and the articles they 
publish. Primarily focusing on digital publishing also requires changes to the processes and tools 
for editing, formatting, and distributing articles.”143  
 
A.  Authors 
 
The most baffling aspect of print prestige in legal academia is that law professors and legal 
scholars almost never refer to journal articles in print when conducting research for their own legal 
scholarship. Nevertheless, they express that the availability of a law review in print is a factor in 
their decision whether to publish in that journal. In a survey conducted in 2011 of authors of law 
review articles, in response to the question, “Would you have published your article in this journal 
if the journal no longer published print issues?,” 32% of the respondents indicated that they would 
have submitted their article to a print journal instead.144 Perhaps now that online companions have 
gained a significant amount of credibility over the past few years,145 these authors would respond 
differently than how they responded five years ago. These survey results nevertheless provide 
helpful insight into authors’ perceptions of print versus electronic-only publications.  
One possible compromise during the transition to electronic-only publication is for law 
journals to make offprints available to the authors. Offprints, or reprints, are “individually bound 
publications of a single article included in a journal issue.”146 Many electronic-only journals 
                                                
142 Submissions, HARV. L. REV., http://harvardlawreview.org/submissions/ [https://perma.cc/S2PG-REYW]. 
143 Keele, supra note 7, at 33.  
144 Richard A. Danner, Kiril Kolev & Marguerite Most, Print or Perish? Authors’ Attitudes Toward Electronic-
Only Publication of Law Journals (2011), http://scholarship.law.duke.edu/faculty_scholarship/2393/ 
[https://perma.cc/Z96W-KHK8]. 
145 Four online companions broke into the top 100 combined score in the 2015 Washington & Lee law journal 
rankings. See supra note 24. 
146 Offprint Orders and Forms, supra note 60. 
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currently offer authors the option to order offprints. For instance, at the University of California 
Berkeley School of Law, authors may order offprints for their articles,147 even though some of the 
law journals are electronic-only publications.148 In the 2011 survey mentioned above, “continuing 
access to offprints and print-on-demand issues were important to 75 percent of the respondents.”149  
 
B.  Student Editors  
 
Many student editors will likely resist a transition from print to electronic-only publication 
because they fear that it will harm the reputation of the journal, consequently diminishing the honor 
of being selected as a member or serving as an editor for that journal. Another significant barrier 
to the transition is the fact that students typically serve on editorial boards of journals for only one 
year, so it is challenging for them to successfully implement major, long-lasting changes during 
that one year: “In the short time they serve as editors, students without long term investments in 
publishing legal scholarship are unlikely to make far-reaching decisions to change publishing 
formats for their journal, whatever their personal reliance on print resources in their own 
research.”150 Even though one might expect that law reviews could change their policies and 
practices quickly because new editorial boards come in each year, student editors hold on closely 
to what they were taught by the previous year’s editors and are reluctant to deviate from what the 
journal has always done before.  
However, some law reviews have publicly expressed a shift in attitudes toward online 
publication. For example, the Northwestern University Law Review criticizes the outdated 
publication model of law reviews on its website. In response to the question of whether publishing 
with the Northwestern University Law Review Online—the online companion to the print 
journal—would be considered “real” scholarship, the website states:  
Yes. . . .  NULR Online is an extension of the Law Review itself, subject to 
the same standards of quality, but able to take advantage of new technologies in 
order to publish faster and in a more publicly-accessible and interactive format. 
NULR Online essays are different from, but certainly not inferior to, traditional Law 
Review articles and essays . . . Only the timeliness, conciseness, and overall 
accessibility of NULR Online essays distinguish them from pieces in the Law 
Review. . . . 
We view these new technologies as the future of legal publication. Based 
on a survey we conducted, an increasing number of scholars read and locate 
scholarship primarily through electronic media, with print serving a less important 
role. Indeed, much of the content produced by traditional print journals is now 
accessed mainly in digital formats. Nevertheless, law reviews at all schools follow 
a publication model that is more than a hundred years old. Through NULR Online, 
we have been developing a new paradigm of legal publication—one that is faster, 
more openly accessible, and far more interactive than what was done previously.151 
                                                
147 Author Offprint Orders, BERKELEY L., https://www.law.berkeley.edu/author-offprint-orders/ 
[https://perma.cc/BQK4-6WHS]. 
148 See, e.g., BERKELEY J. CRIM. L., http://www.bjcl.org [https://perma.cc/7NVZ-SGNX] (“BJCL [Berkeley 
Journal of Criminal Law] publishes on an ongoing basis and is completely digital (though authors can get hard-copy 
prints).”).  
149 Danner et al., supra note 144, at 11. 
150 Id. at 12.   
151 Frequently Asked Questions, supra note 123.  
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This statement suggests that some law reviews are willing to make the switch to electronic-only 
publication in the near future. But even if the editorial board of a law review votes in favor of 
switching to electronic-only publication, they may be powerless to make the change if the law 
school administration strongly opposes it.  
In addition to how law professors and scholars increasingly rely on electronic sources when 
conducting research for their own legal scholarship, law journals have increasingly moved toward 
electronic communication throughout the production and editorial process. Most law journals now 
indicate they strongly prefer for authors to submit articles electronically through a service such as 
ExpressO, Scholastica, or the law journal’s own submissions system,152 and some no longer 
provide an option for paper submissions.153 Once articles are selected for publication, editors 
communicate with authors primarily via email, sending out electronic copies of publication 
agreements and using track changes for article edits. Additionally, when checking citations during 
the editorial process, many law journals now use perma.cc to archive links to online sources. The 
revisions to Rule 18 in the twentieth edition of The Bluebook,154 in conjunction with the use of 
archival tools such as perma.cc,155 lend much more credibility to electronic sources. The nineteenth 
edition, in contrast, had encouraged citations to print sources over electronic sources. Because 
everything in the editorial and publication process has shifted away from print means and toward 
electronic means, law journals are well-suited for electronic-only publication.  
My service as managing editor of the Northwestern University Law Review during the 
2014–15 academic year provided me with insight into the perspectives of student members and 
editors of law reviews. During my year of service on the editorial board, not all editors agreed that 
online publication was equivalent to print publication. Some editors firmly believed that print 
signifies higher quality. Prior to the release of the twentieth edition of The Bluebook, the editorial 
board engaged in numerous discussions about whether we should change the law review’s policy 
regarding citations to newspaper and magazine articles. The existing policy indicated that all 
citations must be made to the print version of the source, so if an author cited an online New York 
Times article in a footnote, we had to locate the same article from a print copy of the newspaper 
                                                
152 For instance, the Harvard Law Review’s submission policy states, “We strongly encourage contributors to 
submit their manuscripts through our electronic submission system, preferably in Microsoft Word format. 
Alternatively, you may submit a hard copy by mail.” Submissions, supra note 142. Similarly, the University of 
Pennsylvania Law Review notes, “While we prefer electronic submissions, we will continue to accept submissions by 
mail.” Print Submissions, U. PENN. L. REV., https://www.pennlawreview.com/submissions/ [https://perma.cc/85GB-
UW5B]. 
153 For example, the Columbia Law Review’s submission policy states, “We accept and manage submissions 
exclusively through Scholastica. We are excited to partner with Scholastica, as it enables us to provide better, faster 
and more consistent feedback and an improved submission experience for you in the future.” Submissions Instructions, 
COLUM. L. REV., http://columbialawreview.org/submissions/ [https://perma.cc/J6E6-KWLB]. Similarly, the 
submission guidelines for the New York University Law Review states, “The New York University Law Review invites 
submission of unsolicited Articles via Scholastica . . . We no longer accept submissions by e-mail or by postal service.”  
Submissions, NYU L. REV., http://www.nyulawreview.org/submissions [https://perma.cc/2EAD-VVS8].  
154 The preface to the twentieth edition of The Bluebook states, “Rule 18 has been updated in a number of areas 
to account for the increasing use and varied forms of Internet sources.” THE BLUEBOOK viii (20th ed. 2015). Rule 
18.2.1(d) demonstrates how to cite Internet sources using archival tools and provides an example with a perma.cc link. 
See id. at 181. 
155 Perma.cc has made electronic sources in citations much more reliable by allowing authors and editors to “create 
permanent records of the web sources they cite,” thus preserving links and addressing link rot problems. PERMA.CC, 
https://perma.cc [https://perma.cc/Q6YK-BZY2]. Perma links in citations ensure that readers will always be able to 
access a record of the content that was captured on the date the Perma link was created, even if the original link 
changes or gets taken down. Id.  
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and change the citation to the print version of the source.  
Changing an author’s citations from electronic sources to print sources was a time-
consuming and frequently problematic process because content in a print article may differ from 
the content in the online article. Newspaper articles in print often exclude many paragraphs that 
appear in the online news stories because space is more limited in print. The old policy also created 
more work for the authors. The authors, who had originally looked at the sources online and not 
in print, needed to check the revised citations against the print sources during their revisions. 
Additionally, the old policy placed a huge burden on the law library. The law librarians all hoped 
we would change the policy to reduce the number of inter-library loan requests and save the library 
money and time.  
The editorial board eventually agreed to change its policy to retain citations to electronic 
sources for newspaper and magazine articles. This agreement was only reached because that year, 
we also began using perma.cc. Perma.cc removed concerns about how links to online sources in 
citations might be “dead links” by the time an article was published or shortly thereafter. The 
elimination of this problem contributed to the editorial board’s willingness to rely more on 
electronic sources.  
Even though this discussion was not about switching the journal to electronic-only 
publication, the discussion highlighted how even many law students today still view electronic 
sources as less credible than online sources. The most vocal argument in favor of retaining the old 
policy was that increasing the number of citations to electronic sources in articles would “cheapen” 
the quality of the law review as a whole.  
 
C.  Law School Administrations 
 
The U.S. News & World Report’s ranking methodology includes a peer assessment score, 
which requires “law school deans, deans of academic affairs, chairs of faculty appointments and 
the most recently tenured faculty members . . . to rate programs on a scale from marginal (1) to 
outstanding (5).”156 In ranking programs, one of the factors that these individuals may consider is 
the quality or prestige of the law journals published by a law school. 
For many law journals, the cost of print publication exceeds the amount of income brought 
in through paid print subscriptions. As a result, many law schools provide financial support to 
student-run law journals because they are willing to subsidize some costs in exchange for the 
reassurance that the good reputations of their law schools will be maintained. Many law journals 
are not self-supporting. Those that are currently financially independent will likely face difficulties 
in remaining self-supporting in the future as the number of paid subscribers continues to decline. 
Law schools are hesitant to abandon print publication of law journals because the effect of 
the transition on their reputation is largely unknown. Not surprisingly, law schools are unwilling 
to take risks that may harm their reputation, and thus are unwilling to make the first move by 
themselves. Consequently, law school administrations often view providing subsidies to law 
journals as acceptable losses in exchange for the assurance that their position in the rankings will 
not drop. A few thousand dollars for each journal is a tiny amount out of a law school’s budget, 
and law school administrations consider these subsidies as acceptable tradeoffs in exchange for 
avoiding risks.  
                                                






VIII. TECHNOLOGICAL CHALLENGES AND ISSUES 
 
Beyond resistance by authors, student editors, and law schools to the shift from print 
publication to electronic-only publication for reputation purposes, various technological 
challenges and issues make the shift to electronic-only publication more difficult than one might 
anticipate. The quality of websites for law journals range widely in sophistication and usability. 
Moving toward electronic-only publication will make improving and updating websites a higher 
priority for students editors and will take open access to the next level. Law librarians can ensure 
a smooth transition by providing advice about digital formats for content, assisting law journals 
with organizing their websites, and working to ensure that content is properly preserved.   
 
A.  Electronic Formats and Preservation Concerns 
 
PDF replicates a printed page well, but is an inflexible electronic format. In many cases, 
PDF is not the most ideal format for archival purposes,157 nor is it the most ideal format for use by 
researchers and readers. Numerous programs and apps allow users to highlight or annotate 
documents on tablets, computers, or mobile devices,158 but many users still do not view these 
programs and apps to be quite as convenient as scribbling notes on paper copies of articles. The 
text of a PDF document does not automatically adjust to a readable font size on smaller screens, 
such as iPhone or Kindle screens, making it an awkward reading experience. Certain digital 
formats convert easily from one format to another with few resulting errors, such as ePub to MOBI 
(two popular e-book formats), but attempts to convert PDF documents to other electronic formats 
often result in a plethora of errors in the converted document. The second most popular format for 
articles on law review websites besides PDF is HTML. As shown in Appendix E (Images 1 and 
2), both the Yale Law Journal and the Emory Law Journal offers articles in HTML format in 
addition to PDF.  
Despite several revisions to The Bluebook, which has become more accepting of electronic 
sources in citations, The Bluebook still reinforces the notion that PDF is the “best” format, a nod 
to the printed page. Rule 18.2.1(f) states, “If a document is available both in HTML format and in 
a widely used format that preserves pagination and other attributes of printed work (such as 
Adobe’s portable document format, or ‘PDF’), the latter should always be cited in lieu of an HTML 
document.”159 
PDF offers the comfort and familiarity of a printed page, so it is no surprise that it is the 
primary electronic format of choice for almost all law journals. Even the online companions to the 
flagship law reviews at the top 14 law schools are loyal to PDF—all fourteen offer the pieces in 
PDF. For five out of fourteen of these online companions, PDF is the only format available for 
someone who wishes to read a full article. 
Even though PDF might not be the best format for archival purposes, this format should be 
offered on law review websites to ensure a smooth transition to electronic-only publication because 
PDF retains many of the familiar characteristics of print journals. A sudden switch to an unfamiliar 
                                                
157 Danner et al., supra note 3, at 47 (“Both archiving and presentation formats are inadequately addressed by the 
customary solution in use today, the Portable Document Format, or PDF.”).  
158 Examples of computer programs include Adobe Reader and Preview, while examples of apps include 
GoodReader and PDF Expert.  
159 THE BLUEBOOK, supra note 154, at 185.  
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format would worry members of legal academia, likely making them even more resistant to 
electronic-only publication, because PDF is perceived as more permanent compared to other 
formats. Determining and agreeing on “stable, open, and digital” formats should be a priority for 
law librarians.160  
Libraries struggle with how to best preserve electronic resources because it is not as 
straightforward as preserving print resources. One major challenge associated with electronic-only 
publication is that student editors and authors may be tempted to constantly tinker with articles 
after they have been published, making it difficult to determine when something is truly “final.” 
Print publication creates a greater sense of finality than electronic publication. The ability to 
modify electronic documents easily is both a benefit and a major concern associated with 
electronic-only publication. In a world of electronic-only publication, there must be a good method 
and system to keep track of versions and which one is the truly final version that should be cited.161  
The Harvard Law Library’s policy regarding format preference for serials or continuations 
offers insight into what law libraries would require for digital formats to be preferred over print 
formats: (i) “[t]here is a reasonable guarantee of the resource’s stability”; (ii) “the resource comes 
from an identifiable, official and authentic issuing agency, commission, publisher, or 
organization”; and (iii) “[t]he resource is hosted by an entity whose ability to archive and preserve 
is reliable.”162 The policy for the Lillian Goldman Law Library at Yale Law School also defines a 
category of law journals that the law library offers access to in digital format only: titles “that are 
up to date and in a stable, citable format (such as pdf with original pagination) and are hosted by 
an established vendor or a governmental entity whose ability to archive and preserve is reliable.”163  
 
B.  Non-User Friendly or Poorly Organized Websites and Lack of Institutional Repositories 
 
Many law journal websites merely contain PDF copies of articles and do not offer tools or 
features to assist users in browsing or searching the content. In contrast, print law reviews generally 
contain various tools to assist readers, such as a table of contents in each issue and an index for 
each volume. A significant number of law journal websites do not contain a table of contents for 
each issue, which make it difficult for someone to determine whether all of the content available 
in the print edition is also all available online. Many websites lack user-friendly tools, such as the 
ability to conduct keyword searches of content. For instance, if a researcher is interested in finding 
out whether any of the articles published in the University of Pennsylvania Law Review mention 
the term “fair use,” he cannot search the titles, abstracts, or full text of all of the available articles 
directly through the website. Nor does the website provide a subject index that would allow him 
to search for all “intellectual property law” or “copyright law” articles. At this point in time, the 
easiest way to find a relevant article on most law journal websites is to conduct a Google search 
with the desired keywords and the title of the journal. Many websites must be greatly improved, 
equipped with tools such as tables of contents, indexes, and search boxes, before we can expect 
law journals to move to electronic-only publication.  
                                                
160 Durham Statement on Open Access to Legal Scholarship – Frequently Asked Questions, BERKMAN CTR. FOR 
INTERNET & SOC’Y (Apr. 28, 2009), https://cyber.law.harvard.edu/publications/durhamstatement/faq#formats 
[https://perma.cc/E393-4N22]. 
161 See generally Benjamin J. Keele & Michelle Pearse, How Librarians Can Help Improve Law Journal 
Publishing, 104 L. LIBR. J. 383, 387–91 (2012) (discussing how law librarians can assist law journals with version 
marking).  
162 Harvard Law School Library Collection Development Policy, supra note 162. 
163 Law Reviews and Legal Periodicals, supra note 75. 
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A few law review websites allow users to conduct searches on their websites, including the 
Harvard Law Review, Yale Law Journal, and Stanford Law Review. The search function on the 
Stanford Law Review and Harvard Law Review websites only searches article titles and abstracts 
(not full text) for articles that are published in print and available only in PDF, in addition to 
content for the online companions that is available in HTML format. Because the Yale Law Journal 
offers its articles in HTML format in addition to PDF, users can search the full text of articles. The 
Columbia Law Review allows users to search for articles by subject,164 a feature that very few law 
review websites offer, but lacks tables of contents for issues and does not provide an easy means 
for users to browse past issues.    
Several law review websites include features that encourage interactivity and discourse, 
such as providing users the ability and space to leave replies or comments or offering social media 
buttons so users can easily share articles via Twitter, Facebook, or Google+.165 Other interesting 
features include maps depicting where visitors to the website are located and what articles they are 
downloading,166 and counters showing how many times a certain article has been downloaded.167 
Some websites have links to all of the places where a particular article is available online—the 
Virginia Law Review includes a link to open, digital PDF copies of articles on its website, but also 
to Westlaw, Lexis, HeinOnline, SSRN, and Bloomberg Law.168 The Creighton Law Review, which 
is archived in the Creighton Digital Repository, is worthy of a mention because not only is every 
issue since volume 1 available for full-text searching, but the articles are assigned persistent links 
and are accompanied by full item records with detailed metadata (see Appendix F, Image 3).169 
The Durham Statement stated, “We also urge law schools and law libraries to agree to and 
use a standard set of metadata to catalog each article to ensure easy online public indexing of legal 
scholarship.”170 Unfortunately, very few law reviews are taking full advantage of the benefits 
afforded by digital publication during this time of dual publication in both print and electronic 
formats. If law journals moved to electronic-only publication, however, then features to improve 
usability and to enhance the ease of searching or browsing websites and institutional repositories 
would emerge.  
 
IX. BETTER SOURCES OF LEGITIMACY AND CREDIBILITY 
 
Whether a journal publishes its issues in print is a superficial indicator of legitimacy and 
credibility. Other factors, such as whether articles are peer reviewed or whether the journal uses a 
blind review process for articles selection, are much better indicators of a journal’s legitimacy and 
quality. Much has been written on both the benefits and drawbacks of student-run law journals 
                                                
164 Users can search for articles by selecting one of 22 topics. A few examples of these topics include antitrust, 
contracts, discrimination, human rights, securities, and tax. Issue Archives, COLUM. L. REV., 
http://columbialawreview.org/content/ [https://perma.cc/2N58-EZSL]. 
165 See, e.g., ARIZ. L. REV., http://arizonalawreview.org/the-emergence-of-classical-american-patent-law/ 
[https://perma.cc/K6BJ-FVJY]; MINN. L. REV., http://www.minnesotalawreview.org/articles/regulating-employment-
based/ [https://perma.cc/T26J-2UUW]. 
166 See, e.g., Current Issue: Volume 93, Issue 1 (2015), WASH. U. L. REV., 
http://openscholarship.wustl.edu/law_lawreview/ [https://perma.cc/N6UV-69Z6]. 
167 See, e.g., DUKE L.J., http://scholarship.law.duke.edu/dlj/vol65/iss7/1/ [https://perma.cc/S9WK-F2PV]. 
168 See VA. L. REV., http://www.virginialawreview.org/volumes/content/confronting-and-adapting-intelligence-
agencies-and-international-law [https://perma.cc/SZ68-GSHL]. 
169 Creighton Law Review, CREIGHTON DIGITAL REPOSITORY, 
https://dspace.creighton.edu/xmlui/handle/10504/34368 [https://perma.cc/D4AR-FWU6]. 
170 Durham Statement on Open Access to Legal Scholarship, supra note 1. 
 
 38 
because the publication process in legal academia is so different than the publication process in 
other professional fields.171 
The Stanford Law Review recognizes many of the problems associated with the institution 
of law reviews, and its ethics policy states: 
In the past few decades, legal scholarship has increased in sophistication, depth, 
scale, and volume. While The Bluebook rigorously governs methods of citation, 
law reviews have generally lagged in adopting similar standards for documentation 
of empirical data, the most important source in empirical works. Similarly, law 
reviews have been unique in failing to articulate basic ethics standards. These 
failures threaten the validity, credibility, prestige and potential of student-run law 
reviews.172  
Thus, articles accepted for publication by the Stanford Law Review are conditioned upon 
satisfaction of four requirements: (i) originality; (ii) replicability; (iii) peer review; and (iv) 
conflicts of interest.173 
 
A.  Peer Review or Advisory Boards 
 
In response to a significant amount of criticism about how student editors do not have the 
proper knowledge and expertise to select articles for publication or to provide appropriate 
substantive feedback during their editorial processes, several law journals have started to require 
articles to undergo peer review.174 Peer review is common in scholarly publishing in other fields, 
particularly in the sciences. Peer review is “the process that requires experts in a (generally narrow) 
field to evaluate an author’s works and ideas in that same field[.]”175 Peer review “helps validate 
research, establish a method by which it can be evaluated, and increase networking possibilities 
within research communities” and is “the only widely accepted method for research validation.”176  
Several of the top law reviews have started incorporating peer review into their publication 
processes.177 The Columbia Law Review, for instance, states, “Because peer review of articles and 
essays improves the Columbia Law Review’s selection process and helps to verify piece 
originality, the Review strongly prefers subjecting submitted pieces to peer review, contingent on 
piece-selection timeframes and other extenuating circumstances.”178  
                                                
171 See Stephanie L. Plotin, Legal Scholarship, Electronic Publishing, and Open Access: Transformation or 
Steadfast Stagnation?, 101 L. LIBR. J. 31, 33–35 (2009) (outlining defining characteristics of law reviews compared 
to periodicals in other disciplines).   
172 Article Submissions, STAN. L. REV., https://www.stanfordlawreview.org/submissions/print/article 
[https://perma.cc/A7V2-P9F2]. 
173 Id.  
174 Peer reviewed journals use open, single-blind, or double-blind systems: “Open peer review, as the name 
suggests, does not attempt to mask the identity of authors or reviewers. . . . Single-blind reviewing masks the identity 
of the reviewer from the author but not vice-versa. In contrast, double-blind reviewing keeps the identity of both the 
reviewer and author hidden from each other.” Nancy McCormack, Peer Review and Legal Publishing: What Law 
Librarians Need to Know About Open, Single-Blind, and Double-Blind Reviewing, 101 L. LIBR. J. 59, 63 (2009). 
175 Id. at 59.  
176 What Is Peer Review?, ELSEVIER, https://www.elsevier.com/reviewers/what-is-peer-review 
[https://perma.cc/WGY4-QC5P]. 
177 See, e.g., Submissions, U. CHI. L. REV., https://lawreview.uchicago.edu/page/submissions 
[https://perma.cc/LJ4A-TUKC] (“The Law Review occasionally solicits feedback on submissions from scholars who 
are expert in their field. Please be aware that this peer review is part of the standard review process that your article 
may undergo.”).  
178 Submissions Instructions, supra note 153. 
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However, incorporating peer review into the publication process will likely affect the 
submission process and slow down the turnaround time in which authors can expect to hear back 
from journals with offers of publication. One major difference between law reviews and journals 
in other professional fields is how an author is permitted to submit an article to many law reviews 
at once rather than being limited to submitting an article to only one journal.179 To incorporate peer 
review into the process, law reviews will likely need to start requesting exclusive submissions,180 
which would slow down the speed in which an article is accepted for publication.  
As an alternative to peer review, law reviews could consider adopting an informal review 
process that involves “a less formal advisory board” during the article selection process.181 Student 
editors would be responsible for “tentatively decid[ing] that an article should be published,” but 
would “send it to an advisor for review before extending an offer to the author.”182 Similar to peer 
review, incorporating an advisory board into the process would “militate[] against the argument 
that student editors lack enough substantive knowledge to assess an article’s quality.”183  
 
B.  Blind Review 
 
 The article selection process for law journals is unique—and problematic—compared to 
the processes used by journals in other professional fields because the review of submissions for 
law journals generally is not blind. For many law journals, members and editors select articles with 
the knowledge of the name of the author and the institution where he or she works, which causes 
bias in favor of or against certain articles and authors. Most law reviews require an author to submit 
a cover letter and a CV along with his or her article. Law journal members rely on these cover 
letters and CVs during the article selection process by using the institution the author works at and 
the author’s past publication record to aid their determination of whether an article would be 
worthy of publication rather than basing the decision solely on the work itself.  
The flagship law reviews at the three most elite law schools have introduced variations of 
blind submissions processes. Each of these three schools relies on its own online submission 
system instead of ExpressO or Scholastica, which are the two most commonly used online 
submission services among law journals.   
The Harvard Law Review, which strongly encourages submissions of manuscripts through 
its electronic submission system available on its website but also permits submissions of hard 
copies by mail, states, “To facilitate our anonymous review process, please confine your name, 
affiliation, biographical information, and acknowledgments to a separate cover page. Please 
include the manuscript’s title on the first text page.”184 The online submission system allows 
prospective authors to attach a cover letter or supplemental file.185  
                                                
179 Plotin, supra note 171, at 34. 
180 John Doyle, The Law Reviews: Do Their Paths of Glory Lead But to the Grave?, 10 J. APP. PRAC. & PROCESS 
179, 187 (2009) (“For peer reviewed journals, it is unworkable to send articles that are simultaneously being 
considered by other law reviews out for review.”); Lawrence B. Solum, Download It While It’s Hot: Open Access and 
Legal Scholarship, 10 LEWIS & CLARK L. REV. 841, 851 (2006) (“Student-edited journals can make decisions in days 
or even hours. Peer-reviewed journals take weeks or months. When combined with exclusive submission, this means 
that the publication of an important article can be delayed for years.”).  
181 Doyle, supra note 180, at 188–89. 
182 Id. 
183 Id. 
184 Submissions, supra note 142. 




The Yale Law Journal, which requires submissions via its online submissions system on 
its website,186 indicates, “We review manuscripts anonymously, without regard to the author’s 
name, prior publications, or pending publication offers. We therefore ask that you remove all 
identifying information (including your name, affiliation, and acknowledgments) from the 
manuscript and the file name. Please also redact any identifying information in headers and 
footnotes.”187 
The Stanford Law Review only considers manuscripts submitted through a form on its 
website and not through any other electronic service or via paper copy.188 The manuscript 
specifications indicate, “In order to preserve Stanford Law Review’s blind review process, article 
files must be anonymized, that is, stripped of names and identifying information. To associate 
authors with their articles, authors should enter their name and identifying information in the 
designated form fields when they upload their article to the Stanford Law Review website. Only 
the Senior Articles Editor will see this identifying information.”189 
Law journals at other law schools will likely soon implement similar initiatives because 
history has shown that law journals eagerly follow the practices of the most prestigious law reviews 
in an attempt to raise their own credibility, legitimacy, and status.190  
 
 X. IMPLEMENTING THE TRANSITION FROM PRINT TO ELECTRONIC-ONLY PUBLICATION AND 
TAKING OPEN ACCESS TO THE NEXT LEVEL 
 
To ensure a successful transition from print to electronic-only publication among student-
edited law journals at ABA-accredited law schools, law libraries must assist in facilitating the 
transition. Law librarians are responsible for assisting faculty members with their scholarly 
communication, whether it involves conducting a literature review or preemption check about a 
topic or issue, providing research assistance for a particular assertion or claim, cite-checking a 
draft, uploading papers to websites like SSRN, or maintaining faculty pages on the law school’s 
website with links to publications. Beyond assisting faculty, law librarians work closely with the 
student-run law journals. For instance, they train new members on finding sources for source-and-
cite assignments, coordinate ILL requests to obtain sources cited by authors, and assist students in 
brainstorming ideas for Notes or Comments. Law librarians are therefore uniquely positioned to 
ensure a smooth transition from print to electronic-only publication.  
A widespread transition will likely involve several phases, which is conceptualized in this 
                                                
186 See Author Area, YALE L.J., http://ylj.yalelawjournal.org/authors/index.html [https://perma.cc/5Y22-LK75]. 
187 Volume 126 Submission Guidelines, YALE L.J., 
http://www.yalelawjournal.org/files/V126SubmissionsGuidelines_fnm1a455.pdf [https://perma.cc/5UQR-TURP]. 
188 Article Submissions, supra note 172 (“The Stanford Law Review evaluates only article manuscripts submitted 
using the form below. Articles cannot be submitted to the Stanford Law Review through ExpressO or any other 
electronic service. Paper submissions will not be reviewed.”).  
189 Id. 
190 Perma.cc is an example where Harvard, Yale, and Stanford led a change and other law journals followed 
shortly thereafter. The Harvard’s Library Innovation Lab built perma.cc, which was designed and developed in 
collaboration with the Lillian Goldman Law Library at Yale Law School and the Robert Crown Law Library at 
Stanford Law School in 2013. About Perma.cc, PERMA.CC, https://perma.cc/about [https://perma.cc/NB33-AUT9]; 
Service Addresses ‘Link Rot’ in Legal Journals, HARV. LIBR. (Oct. 29, 2013), http://library.harvard.edu/02042014-
1336/service-addresses-link-rot-legal-journals [https://perma.cc/4CTD-7T8Y]. Today, over 150 law journals now rely 
on Perma.cc to archive links. Perma.cc for Journals, PERMA.CC, https://perma.cc/sign-up/journals 
[https://perma.cc/XDG6-R82R]. As mentioned above, the twentieth edition of The Bluebook encourages authors and 
editors to archive online sources using a service such as Perma.cc.  
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section. In the first stage, the Harvard Law Review, Yale Law Journal, and Stanford Law Review 
would each make the switch to electronic-only publication during the same academic year. 
Harvard, Yale, and Stanford are consistently ranked as the top three law schools, according to the 
U.S. News & World Report rankings, and their flagship law reviews are frequently ranked as the 
top three journals by the Washington & Lee Law Journals: Submissions and Ranking website. Due 
to their consistent, secure placement in the rankings as the top three law schools, they have the 
least to lose regarding reputation.191 It is highly doubtful that someone would ever forgo an offer 
from one of these three law reviews, even if they were published only in electronic format, in favor 
of being published in a less well-regarded law review that happens to publish in print. The Harvard 
Law Review and the Yale Law Journal are among the oldest law reviews in country, founded in 
1887 and 1891, respectively, whereas the Stanford Law Review was founded more recently in 
1948, but has quickly ascended the ranks. Other law reviews may also transition to electronic-only 
publication at this time, but it is crucial that these three law reviews are among the first to make 
the switch because other law schools are always eager to follow what they do. Law librarians and 
the flagship law reviews at these three schools have been leaders in previous reforms to the 
institution of law reviews, including the creation and use of perma.cc, the drafting of the joint 
statement on article length, the incorporation of blind review and peer review into the publication 
process, and the drafting of the Durham Statement.  
Right now, the Harvard Law Review, Yale Law Journal, and Stanford Law Review already 
have well-organized websites adequate to support electronic-only publication.192 Each website 
organizes articles by issue and contains archives of past issues. As shown in Appendix G (Images 
4, 5, and 6), the websites for each of these journals mirror the table of contents for each of their 
print issues, so the same content available in the print versions is also available online. The content 
is complete and up-to-date. For some content, the online versions are more enhanced than the print 
versions. Articles posted on the Harvard Law Review’s website are accompanied by a feature that 
links to related pieces published in the Harvard Law Review Forum, the online companion to the 
law review, which encourages interactivity and discourse. Additionally, the pieces published in 
the “Development in the Law” and “Recent Cases” sections, which appear both in print and online, 
are offered on the website in HTML format with embedded footnotes (or, more accurately, 
sidenotes), containing links to electronic sources.  
If the three law reviews viewed by the legal community as the most prestigious were to 
move to electronic-only publication, this would quickly shift perceptions of value away from print 
as an indicator of prestige and quality. Indexes like the Current Index to Legal Periodicals would 
have to quickly adapt and change their policies regarding only indexing print journals because 
their value would drop if they excluded scholarship published in the Harvard Law Review, Yale 
Law Journal, and Stanford Law Review.  
In the second stage, the flagship law reviews at the remaining top 14 law schools would 
make the shift, which roughly correlates to the institutions represented by the law library directors 
who drafted the Durham Statement. This group of law schools also has remained consistent in the 
rankings from year to year, but these law schools have a bit more to lose than Harvard, Yale, and 
Stanford because they are more at risk of falling out of the top 14. However, these law schools 
                                                
191 But see Danner et al., supra note 144 (“Yet, it may be that because of their large print subscriber bases, or 
endowments and other sorts of outside income or funding, the ‘fanciest’ journals feel the least pressure to discontinue 
publication of print issues.”).  
192 This is not to say that these websites still cannot be improved—for instance, the Harvard Law Review and the 
Stanford Law Review should allow users to search the full text of articles like the Yale Law Journal does.  
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have more stability than other law schools given how this group has included the same set of law 
schools over the past eight years. Again, law reviews at other institutions are always free to make 
the transition whenever they wish, but the second stage will further pave the way for other law 
journals at other law schools to follow suit. 
The law schools that had library directors who drafted the Durham Statement would likely 
be the easiest to get on board with the transition. However, several of the drafters of the Durham 
Statement no longer serve as law library directors at the institutions where they were law library 
directors in 2008.193 The viewpoints of the new law library directors on the issue of electronic-
only publication may differ from the former law library directors. Despite this possible setback, 
the flagship law reviews from the top 14 law schools are the most important next wave of law 
reviews to make the transition.  
 The third stage is when all other flagship law reviews and specialty law journals at all other 
law schools would make the transition to “keep up” with the law reviews at the most elite 
institutions. Within this stage, the first wave of law reviews to make the transition likely will be 
those at institutions that were signatories to the Durham Statement. A possible concern is that 
various law journals would not follow suit—the 2011 survey of authors of law reviews indicated 
that when an “author’s most prestigious journals [were] eliminated from the calculation, 
publication of print issues bec[ame] the deciding factor for 51 percent of the respondents.”194 
However, this concern will probably not be that relevant in this situation because these law reviews 
would risk looking outdated and behind in times if the top three law reviews have already moved 
beyond print and toward electronic-only publication. 
In making this transition, law journals should consult with law librarians for guidance about 
practices and procedures, particularly to ensure that legal scholarship will be properly preserved. 
As a group, law librarians have prior experience with various digitization projects and maintaining 
institutional repositories. Law librarians are also experts at organizing resources and content.  
Eventually, law journal websites will likely offer various electronic formats of articles for 
users to download beyond PDF. A few law journals already offer articles in HTML format. 
Although PDF is likely to remain the primary format of choice in the near future because it most 
closely mimics print and is a stable format, law journals will probably soon offer additional 
electronic formats that are easier to read and annotate on mobile devices. At some point in the 
future, once most law journals have shifted to electronic-only publication, the law journals might 
decide to be bold enough to abandon page numbers. If or when that happens, it will be time for a 
new edition of The Bluebook195 or an alternative citation manual to come out.196 
 
                                                
193 As of April 2016, of the ten drafters of the Durham Statement, only four of them remain directors at the law 
libraries at the institutions where they were at in 2008. However, three additional drafters remain affiliated with or 
serve in other roles at the institutions where they were law library directors in 2008. The law library director at the 
University of Michigan Law School, the only top 14 school that was not a signatory to the Durham Statement, retired 
in 2011.  
194 Danner et al., supra note 144. 
195 Although the twentieth edition of The Bluebook made some excellent strides toward accepting the credibility 
and legitimacy of electronic sources, the structure for citing periodicals is still largely driven by print—for instance, 
the citation format for pieces published in online companions require page numbers.  
196 For instance, the AALL Universal Citation Guide relies on paragraph numbers instead of page numbers for 





The transition from print publication to electronic-only publication, as called for by the 
Durham Statement on Open Access to Legal Scholarship, is not as simple as merely cancelling 
print runs because it requires overcoming the long-held belief that print signifies quality and 
legitimacy. The shift also requires various technological improvements to many law journal 
websites. Nevertheless, making the shift will result in numerous positive consequences for legal 
scholarship and legal academia. First, electronic-only publication will improve the state of open 
access by forcing law journal websites to better organize and update content. Second, stopping 
print publication will reduce environmental waste and may result in some economic savings 
(though maintaining better websites are likely to involve new costs). Third, without reliance on 
the availability of a journal in print as a superficial indicator of prestige, better means of 
establishing legitimacy and quality will emerge, such as peer review and blind review practices. 
Fourth, electronic-only publication will allow for more timely publication of legal scholarship and 
will create various opportunities for interactivity and engagement with the scholarship.  
Every stage of the publication process has now shifted away from print, from the format 
of the sources an author consults when conducting research for an article, to the submissions 
process, to the editorial process. Although most law reviews have answered the first call to action 
in the Durham Statement to provide articles in open, electronic format, they have been reluctant to 
answer the second call to action to stop print publication and move to electronic-only publication. 
Nearly all flagship law reviews currently operate a dual system of publication by producing the 
articles in both print and electronic formats, which is wasteful and unnecessary. With electronic-
only publication, law journals would have much better incentives to put more effort into 
maintaining and updating their websites, as well as equipping their websites with better searching 
and browsing tools to aid readers and researchers in finding articles, thereby taking open access to 
the next level. 
Overcoming print as a superficial indicator of prestige can be achieved by incorporating 
other means of legitimacy into the process. The Harvard Law Review, Yale Law Journal, and 
Stanford Law Review are best positioned to lead the transition to electronic-only publication. Other 
law journals will surely follow. Law librarians will be instrumental in encouraging and facilitating 
the transition by establishing a reliable system to preserve legal scholarship in digital formats, 
assisting law journals with organizing their content on websites or in institutional repositories, and 
making stakeholders more aware of the benefits of electronic-only publication. Stopping print 
publication will reform the institution of law reviews—something that is desperately needed.  
 
APPENDIX A: FLAGSHIP LAW REVIEWS AT ABA-APPROVED LAW SCHOOLS  
 
Law Review 
(Publication Date of the First Issue) Print? 
Electronic, Open 





Year of Most Recent 




Akron Law Review (1967)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Alabama Law Review (1948)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Albany Law Review (1931)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
American University Law Review 
(1952)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Appalachian Journal of Law (2002) Yes No N/A N/A 
Arizona Law Review (1959)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Arizona State Law Journal (1969)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Arizona Summit Law Review (2008) Yes No  N/A N/A 
Arkansas Law Review (1946) Yes Yes PDF, HTML 2015 
Ave Maria Law Review (2003) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Barry Law Review (2000) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Baylor Law Review (1948) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Belmont Law Review (2014) No Yes PDF 2014 
Boston College Law Review (1959)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Boston University Law Review 
(1921)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Brigham Young University Law 
Review (1975)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Brooklyn Law Review (1932)* Yes Yes PDF 2014 
Buffalo Law Review (1951)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
California Law Review (1912)* Yes Yes  PDF 2016 
California Western Law Review 
(1965) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Campbell Law Review (1979) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Capital University Law Review (1972) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Cardozo Law Review (1979)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Case Western Reserve Law Review 
(1949)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Catholic University Law Review 
(1950)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Chapman Law Review (1998) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Charleston Law Review (2006) Yes Yes PDF 2014 
Charlotte Law Review (2008) Yes No N/A N/A 
Chicago-Kent Law Review (1923)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Cleveland State Law Review (1952) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Columbia Law Review (1901)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Concordia University Law Review 
(2016) No Yes PDF 2016 
Connecticut Law Review (1968)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Cornell Law Review (1915)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Creighton Law Review (1968) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Cumberland Law Review (1970) Yes No N/A N/A 
CUNY Law Review (1996) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Denver Law Review (1923)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
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DePaul Law Review (1951)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Drake Law Review (1951) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Drexel Law Review (2009) Yes Yes PDF 2014 
Duke Law Journal (1951)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Duquesne Law Review (1963) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Elon Law Review (2009) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Emory Law Journal (1952)* Yes Yes  PDF, HTML 2016 
Faulkner Law Review (2009) Yes No N/A N/A 
FIU Law Review (2006) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Florida A&M University Law Review 
(2006) Yes Yes PDF 2010 
Florida Coastal Law Review (1999) Yes Yes PDF 2014 
Florida Law Review (1948)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Florida State University Law Review 
(1973)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Fordham Law Review (1914–1917; 
1935)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
George Mason Law Review (1976)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Georgetown Law Journal (1912)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
George Washington Law Review 
(1932)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Georgia Law Review (1966)* Yes Yes PDF 2014 
Georgia State University Law Review 
(1984) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Golden Gate University Law Review 
(1971) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Gonzaga Law Review (1966) Yes Yes PDF 2014/15 
Harvard Law Review (1887)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Hastings Law Journal (1949)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Hofstra Law Review (1973)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Houston Law Review (1963)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Howard Law Journal (1955) Yes Yes PDF 2010 
Idaho Law Review (1964) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Indiana Law Journal (1925)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Indiana Law Review (1967)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Iowa Law Review (1915)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
John Marshall Law Journal (2008)  Yes No N/A N/A 
John Marshall Law School Law 
Review (1967) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Kentucky Law Journal (1913)* Yes Yes PDF 2014/15 
Lewis & Clark Law Review (1997)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Liberty University Law Review (2006) Yes Yes PDF 2013 
Lincoln Memorial University Law 
Review (2013) No Yes PDF 2015 
Louisiana Law Review (1938)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Loyola Law Review (1941) Yes Yes PDF 2014 
Loyola of Los Angeles Law Review 
(1968)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Loyola University of Chicago Law 
Journal (1970)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Maine Law Review (1908) Yes Yes HTML 2015 
Marquette Law Review (1916)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
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Maryland Law Review (1936)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Mercer Law Review (1949) Yes Yes PDF 2012 
Michigan Law Review (1902)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Michigan State Law Review (1931)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Minnesota Law Review (1917)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Mississippi College Law Review 
(1978) Yes No N/A N/A 
Mississippi Law Journal (1928) Yes Yes PDF 2013 
Missouri Law Review (1936)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Mitchell Hamline Law Review 
(1974)*  Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Montana Law Review (1940) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Nebraska Law Review (1922)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Nevada Law Journal (2001) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
New England Law Review (1965) Yes No Scribd 2015 
New Mexico Law Review (1971) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
New York Law School Law Review 
(1955) Yes Yes PDF 2015/16 
New York University Law Review 
(1924)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
North Carolina Central Law Review 
(1969) Yes No N/A N/A 
North Carolina Law Review (1922)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
North Dakota Law Review (1924) Yes Yes PDF 2014 
Northeastern University Law Journal 
(2009) No Yes PDF 2016 
Northern Illinois University Law 
Review (1980) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Northern Kentucky Law Review 
(1973) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Northwestern University Law Review 
(1906)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Notre Dame Law Review (1925)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Nova Law Review (1977) Yes Yes PDF 2014 
Ohio Northern University Law Review 
(1973) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Ohio State Law Journal (1935)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Oklahoma City University Law 
Review (1976) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Oklahoma Law Review (1948) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Oregon Law Review (1921)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Pace Law Review (1980)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Penn State Law Review (1897)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Pepperdine Law Review (1973)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Quinnipiac Law Review (1980) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Regent University Law Review (1991) Yes No Issuu 2015 
Roger Williams University Law 
Review (1996) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Rutgers University Law Review 
(1947)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
St. John’s Law Review (1926) Yes Yes PDF 2015 




St. Mary’s Law Journal (1969) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
St. Thomas Law Review (1988) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
San Diego Law Review (1964)* Yes No N/A N/A 
Santa Clara Law Review (1961)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Seattle University Law Review 
(1977)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Seton Hall Law Review (1970)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
SMU Law Review (1947)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
South Carolina Law Review (1948)* Yes No N/A N/A 
South Dakota Law Review (1956) Yes No N/A N/A 
Southern California Law Review 
(1927)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Southern Illinois University Law 
Journal (1976) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Southern University Law Review 
(1975) Yes No N/A N/A 
South Texas Law Review (1954) Yes No N/A N/A 
Southwestern Law Review (1916) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Stanford Law Review (1948)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Stetson Law Review (1970) Yes Yes PDF 2013 
Suffolk University Law Review (1967) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Syracuse Law Review (1949) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Temple Law Review (1927)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Tennessee Law Review (1922)* Yes No N/A N/A 
Texas A&M Law Review (2013) Yes No N/A N/A 
Texas Law Review (1922)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Texas Tech Law Review (1969) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Thomas Jefferson Law Review (1976) Yes No N/A N/A 
Thurgood Marshall Law Review 
(1970) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Touro Law Review (1985) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Tulane Law Review (1916)* Yes No N/A N/A 
Tulsa Law Review (1964) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
UC Davis Law Review (1969)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
UC Irvine Law Review (2011)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
UCLA Law Review (1953)* Yes Yes PDF, Send to Kindle 2016 
UMass Law Review (2006) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
UMKC Law Review (1932) Yes No N/A N/A 
University of Arkansas at Little Rock 
Law Review (1978) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
University of Baltimore Law Review 
(1971) Yes No N/A N/A 
University of Chicago Law Review 
(1933)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
University of Cincinnati Law Review 
(1927)* Yes Yes PDF 2013 
University of Colorado Law Review 
(1928)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
University of Dayton Law Review 
(1976) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
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University of Detroit Mercy Law 
Review (1931) Yes Yes PDF 2014 
University of the District of Columbia 
David A. Clarke School of Law Law 
Review (1991) 
Yes Yes PDF 2015 
University of Hawai’i Law Review 
(1979) Yes No N/A N/A 
University of Illinois Law Review 
(1949)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
University of Kansas Law Review 
(1952)* Yes Yes PDF 2014 
University of La Verne Law Review 
(1977) Yes No N/A N/A 
University of Louisville Law Review 
(1961) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
University of Memphis Law Review 
(1970) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
University of Miami Inter-American 
Law Review (1969) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
University of Miami Law Review 
(1947)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
University of New Hampshire Law 
Review (2002) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
University of the Pacific Law Review  
(1970) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
University of Pennsylvania Law 
Review (1852)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
University of Pittsburgh Law Review 
(1935) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
University of Richmond Law Review 
(1958)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
University of St. Thomas Law Journal 
(2003) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
University of San Francisco Law 
Review (1966) Yes Yes PDF 2014 
University of Toledo Law Review 
1969) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Utah Law Review (1949)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Valparaiso University Law Review 
(1966) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Vanderbilt Law Review (1947)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Vermont Law Review (1976)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Villanova Law Review (1956)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Virginia Law Review (1913)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Wake Forest Law Review (1965)* Yes Yes HTML 2012 
Washburn Law Journal (1960) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Washington and Lee Law Review 
(1939)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Washington Law Review (1925)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Washington University Law Review 
(1915)* Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Wayne Law Review (1954) Yes No Scribd 2016 
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Western New England Law Review 
(1978) No  Yes PDF 2015 
Western State University Law Review 
(1972) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
West Virginia Law Review (1894) Yes No N/A N/A 
Whittier Law Review (1978) Yes No N/A N/A 
Widener Law Journal (1992) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Widener Law Review (1996) Yes Yes PDF 2015 
Willamette Law Review (1959) Yes Yes PDF 2014 
William & Mary Law Review (1957)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Wisconsin Law Review (1920)* Yes Yes PDF 2016 
WMU–Cooley Law Review (1982)  Yes No Issuu 2014 
Wyoming Law Review (2001) Yes Yes PDF 2016 
Yale Law Journal (1891)* Yes Yes HTML, PDF 2016 
 
 
APPENDIX B: LAW JOURNALS AT THE TOP 14 LAW SCHOOLS 
  















Columbia Business Law 





Columbia Human Rights 





Columbia Journal of 





Columbia Journal of 
European Law 1994 Print N/A No 
Columbia Law 
School 
Columbia Journal of 





Columbia Journal of 





Columbia Journal of 





Columbia Journal of 



















Columbia Journal of 









Columbia Science and 
Technology Law Review 1999 
Electronic 
only 












Cornell Journal of Law 




School Cornell Law Review 1915 Both N/A 
Yes  
(PDF) 



















Duke Law School 
Duke Journal of 
Comparative & 
International Law 





Duke Law School 
Duke Journal of 
Constitutional Law & 
Public Policy 

























American Criminal Law 






Annual Review of 
























Georgetown Journal of 







Georgetown Journal of 






Georgetown Journal of 
Law & Modern Critical 
Race Perspectives 







Georgetown Journal of 







Georgetown Journal of 







Georgetown Journal on 













Harvard Business Law 






Civil Liberties Law 
Review 









Harvard Human Rights 











Harvard Journal of Law 





Harvard Journal of Law 





Harvard Journal of Law 





Harvard Journal of 
Sports and 
Entertainment Law 
2010 Electronic only 




Harvard Law Harvard Journal on 1964 Both N/A Yes  
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School Legislation (PDF) 
Harvard Law 
School 
Harvard Journal on 
Racial and Ethnic 
Justice 
1984 Print N/A No 
Harvard Law 
School 
Harvard Latino Law 





Harvard Law & Policy 


























Journal of the Legal Left 2005 
Electronic 
only 







New York University 
Annual Survey of 
American Law 




New York University 
Environmental Law 
Journal 




New York University 
Journal of Intellectual 
Property & 
Entertainment Law 








New York University 
Journal of International 
Law and Politics 




New York University 
Journal of Law & 
Business 




New York University 
Journal of Law & 
Liberty 




New York University 
Journal of Legislation 
and Public Policy 




New York University 






New York University 
Review of Law and 
Social Change 
1971 Both N/A Yes  (HTML, PDF) 
Northwestern 
Pritzker School of 
Law 
Journal of Criminal Law 




Pritzker School of 
Law 
Northwestern University 
Journal of International 
Human Rights 






Pritzker School of 
Law 
Northwestern Journal of 
International Law and 
Business 
1979 Both N/A Yes  (PDF) 
Northwestern Northwestern Journal of 2006 Electronic Vol. 1  Yes  
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Pritzker School of 
Law 
Law and Social Policy only (2006) (PDF) 
Northwestern 
Pritzker School of 
Law 
Northwestern Journal of 
Technology and 
Intellectual Property 
2003 Electronic only 





Pritzker School of 
Law 
Northwestern University 











Stanford Journal of Civil 





Stanford Journal of 





Stanford Journal of 
Criminal Law and Policy 2014 
Electronic 
only 






Stanford Journal of 
International Law 1966 Print N/A No 
Stanford Law 
School 
Stanford Journal of Law, 
Business & Finance 1994 Print N/A No 
Stanford Law 
School 
Stanford Law & Policy 


















School of Law 
Asian American Law 




School of Law 









School of Law 
Berkeley Journal of 
African American Law & 
Policy 
1994 Both N/A Yes  (PDF) 
UC Berkeley 
School of Law 
Berkeley Journal of 
Criminal Law 2000 
Electronic 
only 





School of Law 
Berkeley Journal of 
Employment and Labor 
Law 
1976 Both No Yes  (PDF) 
UC Berkeley 
School of Law 
Berkeley Journal of 
Entertainment & Sports 
Law 
2012 Electronic only 





School of Law 
Berkeley Journal of 




School of Law 
Berkeley Journal of 








School of Law 









School of Law 
Berkeley Technology 








School of Law Ecology Law Quarterly 1971 Both N/A 
Yes  
(PDF) 









University of Chicago 






University of Chicago 




Michigan Business & 
Entrepreneurial Law 
Review 




Michigan Journal of 
Environmental and 
Administrative Law 




Michigan Journal of 






Michigan Journal of 






Michigan Journal of 












Technology Law Review 




University of Michigan 






East Asia Law Review 2005 Electronic only 








Pennsylvania Journal of 
Business Law 





Pennsylvania Journal of 
Constitutional Law 





Pennsylvania Journal of 
International Law 





Pennsylvania Journal of 
Law & Social Change 







1852 Both N/A Yes  (PDF) 
University of 
Virginia School of 
Law 
Journal of Law & 




Virginia School of 
Virginia Environmental 







Virginia School of 
Law 
Virginia Journal of 





Virginia School of 
Law 
Virginia Journal of 




Virginia School of 
Law 
Virginia Journal of Law 
& Technology 1997 
Electronic 
only 





Virginia School of 
Law 
Virginia Journal of 




Virginia School of 
Law 
Virginia Law & Business 





Virginia School of 
Law 
Virginia Law Review 1913 Both N/A Yes  (PDF) 
University of 
Virginia School of 
Law 
Virginia Sports & 
Entertainment Law 
Journal 
2001 Print N/A No 
University of 
Virginia School of 
Law 
Virginia Tax Review 1981 Print N/A No 
Yale Law School Yale Journal of Health Policy, Law, and Ethics 2001 Both N/A 
Yes 
(PDF) 
Yale Law School Yale Journal of International Law 1974 Both N/A 
Yes  
(PDF) 
Yale Law School Yale Journal of Law and Feminism 1989 Both N/A 
Yes  
(PDF) 
Yale Law School Yale Journal of Law & the Humanities 1988 Both N/A 
Yes  
(PDF) 
Yale Law School Yale Journal of Law and Technology 2000 
Electronic 
only 




Yale Law School Yale Journal on Regulation 1983 Print N/A No 
Yale Law School Yale Law & Policy Review 1982 Both N/A 
Yes  
(PDF) 
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Rate for 2015–16 



















(2009) 8 $54.00 
116 
(2016) 8 $60.00 
Cornell Law Review 94 (2008–09) 6 $45.00 
101 
(2015–16) 6 $45.00 
Duke Law Journal 58  (2008–09) 8 $44.00 
65 




(2008–09) 6 $45.00 
104 
(2015–16) 6 $60.00 














(2008–09) 8 $60.00 
114 
(2015–16) 8 $60.00 
New York University 
Law Review 
84  
(2009) 6 $50.00 
90 





(2009) 4 $50.00 
110 
(2015–16) 5 $50.00 
Stanford Law Review 61  (2008–09) 6 $42.00 
68  
(2016) 6 $60.00 
University of 
Chicago Law Review 
76  








Pennsylvania  Law 
Review 
157  
(2008–09) 6 $47.00 
164 
(2015–16) 7 $47.00 






Yale Law Journal 118  (2008–09) 8 $55.00 
125 





APPENDIX D: PRESS RUNS AND NUMBER OF PAID SUBSCRIBERS FOR FLAGSHIP LAW REVIEWS  
AT THE TOP 14 LAW SCHOOLS (REPORTED IN FALL 2015) 
 
Law Review Filing Date of  PS Form 3526 
Total No. Copies 
(Net Press Run): 
Average No. 
Copies Each Issue 





Copies Each Issue 




Copies Single Issue 
Published Nearest 





Printed in 103(6): 
December 2015 





Printed in 115(6): 
Fall 2015 
1070 801 794 
Cornell Law Review 
10/1/2015 
 
Printed in 101(1): 
November 2015 
1200 877 837 
Duke Law Journal 
10/1/2015 
 
Printed in 65(1): 
October 2015 





Printed in 104(1): 
November 2015 





Printed in 129(1): 
November 2015 





Printed in 114(1): 
October 2015 
765 652 641 




Printed in 90(4): 
October 2015 






Printed in 109(4):  
Summer 2015 





Printed in 68(1): 
January 2016 
729 633 631 
University of 
Chicago Law Review 
11/12/2015 
 
Printed in 82(4): 
Fall 2015 
632 473 440 






Printed in 164(1): 
December 2015 
Virginia Law Review 
September 2015 
 
Printed in 101(7): 
November 2015 
385 246 309 
Yale Law Journal 
8/1/2015 
 
Printed in 125(1): 
October 2015 




































APPENDIX E: ELECTRONIC FORMATS OF ARTICLES ON LAW JOURNAL WEBSITES 
 
Image 1. Yale Law Journal Website197 





                                                
197 YALE L.J., http://www.yalelawjournal.org/article/administrative-forbearance [https://perma.cc/DB4Y-
MXHN]. 




                                                




APPENDIX F: INSTITUTIONAL REPOSITORIES 
 
Image 3. Creighton Digital Repository199 
 
 
                                        
                                                




APPENDIX G: COMPARISON OF PRINT LAW REVIEWS WITH THEIR WEBSITES 
 
Image 4. Harvard Law Review: Print Cover vs. Website for Volume 129, Number 5 (March 2016)200 
    
        
                                                                                   
 
  
                                                




Image 5. Yale Law Journal: Print Cover vs. Website for Volume 125, Number 6 (April 2016)201 
  






                                                
201 125 YALE L.J. (2016); YALE L.J., http://www.yalelawjournal.org [https://perma.cc/BX88-HPPJ]. 
 
 64 
Image 6. Stanford Law Review: Print Cover vs. Website for Volume 68, Number 2 (February 2016)202 
  
 
                                                
202 68 STAN. L. REV. (2016); Print Volume 68, Issue 2 - February 2016, STAN. L. REV., 
https://www.stanfordlawreview.org/print/volume-68/issue-2 [https://perma.cc/66NB-HUHA]. 
